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“* Proclaim liberty throughout all the land unto 
all the inhabitants thereof.’’ Lev. 25: 10. 
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The Second World’s Christian Citizenship 
Conference 


W. F. MARTIN 


THe National Reform Association, 
with headquarters at Pittsburgh, Pa., has 
long been struggling to secure a recogni- 
tion of the Christian religion through 
legislation by the national government. 
It is the avowed purpose of this organ- 
ization to “ secure such an amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States as 
will declare the nation’s allegiance to Je- 
sus Christ and its acceptance of the moral 
laws of the Christian religion, and to in- 
dicate that this is a Christian nation, and 
place all the Christian laws, institutions, 
and usages of our government on an 
undeniable legal basis in the fundamental 
law of the land.” 

Ever since 1863 this association has 
been endeavoring to bring this about. 
Time and again its leaders have gone 
to the national Congress and presented 
their amendment to the Constitution, and 
have argued for its adoption. Mass- 
meetings have been called and eloquent 
appeals have been made for national 
religion. A strong effort has been made 
to unite all the great churches and have 
them turn their influence toward secur- 
ing religious legislation. A spirit of 


intolerance has been manifested toward 
those who opposed this religio-political 
Dr. David McAllister, at one 


scheme. 





time head of the association, said: 
“Those who oppose this work now will 
discover when the religious amendment 
is made to the Constitution that if they 
do not see fit to fall in with the majority, 
they must abide the consequences or seek 
some more congenial clime.” It is not 
difficult to see a spirit of intolerance in 
this utterance. It has the flavor of the 
early Puritan days of our government, 
when the Baptists and the Quakers were 
whipped and banished. 

In 1910 a world’s conference was 
called to meet in Philadelphia. There 
was such an interest manifested at this 
meeting that it was decided to call an- 
other in 1913. This gathering is to be 
‘held in Portland; Oregon, June 29 to 
July 6. It is claimed by its promoters 
that this is to be the greatest gathering 
of Christian forces in history. From 
ten to twenty thousand delegates and 
visitors are expected. An endeavor is 
being made to secure at least one speaker 
from every country in the world. Men 
and women not only of national but of in- 
ternational reputation are to participate 
in the proceedings of the conference. 
It is not the purpose of this article to 
speak of the personnel of the conference, 
but of its purpose. A number of leading 
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men have been on the coast arranging for 
the meeting. From their utterances and 
published statements can be drawn a 
good idea of the ends desired. 

In a recent publication setting forth 
a declaration of principles to govern the 
conference, we find the following: “ The 
Word of God is the revelation of his 
will, and has, therefore, in so far as it 
relates to national life, a definite applica- 
tion to nations and governments. Every 
nation which accepts these principles 
ought, under the law of self-preservation 
and in the exercise of its sovereign and 
inalienable right, to teach them to its 
future citizens. Christian citizens in all 
countries ought to uphold the right of the 
state to educate its citizens. The claim 
of any citizen or any minority of citizens 
to veto the state’s education of its citizens 
in Christian morals upon Christian sanc- 
tion derived from the Word of God in its 
proper use in the public schools, ought 
to be vigorously resisted.” 

It is plainly to be seen from this last 
statement that it is the purpose of the con- 
ference to secure the teaching of religion 
‘as held by the majority. Irrespective of 
truth or error, the minority will have 
to pay taxes to have the religion of the 
majority taught to their children. This 
would seem to be a direct strike against 
religious liberty. There has always been 
danger when the state has dominated the 
religion of the individual. Just as surely 
as the state sets out to teach its citizens 
or future citizens Christian morals, or 
the Christian religion, which means the 
same, it must of necessity define morals 
or religion. As soon as this is done, we 
have a state religion. That means a 
union of church and state. A union of 
church and state is in opposition to true 
American principles of government. 

Let us quote again from the declaration 
of principles of the Christian Citizen- 
ship Conference: “ Inasmuch as the Sab- 
bath is an integral part of the moral law 
which is universal in its application and 
essential to the welfare of the state, 
Christian citizens in all countries are 
urged for the sake of the national wel- 
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fare to show by their example their re- 
gard for the divine appointment of one 
day in every seven as a day of rest and 
for worship; to uphold the laws which 
safeguard it, and to conform their public 
utilities to this beneficent arrangement of 
“our Creator.” 

One more statement relating to Sun- 
day and Sunday laws: “ By suitable and 
effective laws every nation should guard 
the right to the weekly day of rest and 
worship.” It is apparent from these 
statements that the conference will go on 
record as favoring more and stricter 
Sunday laws. This is also in harmony 
with the avowed purpose of the National 
Reform Association, as is seen by the 
following: “ We propose to incorporate 
in our national Constitution the moral 
and religious command, ‘In the Sabbath 
thou shalt do no work except the works 
of necessity,’ and by external force of 
sheriffs we propose to arrest and punish 
all violators of this law.”— M. A. Gault. 

One of the leading men of the Coast 
is Dr. M. A. Matthews, of Seattle, 
Wash. In a recent sermon in his large 
church he said: “ The law of ten com- 
mandments as given to Moses by God at 
Mt. Sinai is the fundamental element 
which governs and protects this nation 
in its exercise of religion. This is a 
Christian nation. These ten command- 
ments should be interwoven in the fed- 
eral Constitution without the tiniest vari- 
ation and without a single amendment. 
And they should be enforced.” (Italics 
ours.) Rev. Dr. Matthews is one of the 
promoters of the conference. 

It is proposed to arrange matters so 
that not only the churches will combine, 
but the welfare leagues, and by doing 
this, form a strong lobby so as to push 
religious legislation through the national 
Congress and the State legislatures. Al- 
together this will form a mighty religious 
combination ; in other words, a religious 
trust. In the light of past history this is 
exceedingly dangerous. It would be bet- 
ter for these reverend gentlemen to spend 
their time and energy in the ministry of 
the word and prayer than to endeavor 
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to dictate the policy of the government 
and compel those who do not see fit to 
conform to their ideas of religion to 
follow their manner of worship. 

Said the father of our country: “ Any 
man conducting himself as a good citizen, 
and being accountable to God alone for 
his religious opinions, ought to be pro- 
tected in worshiping the Deity accord- 
ing to the dictates of his own con- 
science.” These efforts put forth to 
break down the barriers of religious 
freedom should be looked upon by all 
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good Americans as a menace to freedom, 
and should be resisted. Again, notwith- 
standing the fact that this legislation is 
being pushed by the most prominent min- 
isters of the land, it is not in harmony 
with the true principles of the gospel 
or its great Author, who said, “ My 
kingdom is not of this world,” and 
“Render therefore unto Cesar the 


things which are Czsar’s; and unto God 

the things that are God’s.”” What Christ 

has separated, we must not unite. 
College Place, Wash. 
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The Christian Citizenship Program 


H. W. COTTRELL 


For a number of months the eyes of the 
religious world have been centered upon 
the city of Portland, Oregon, because of 
the World’s Christian Citizenship Con- 
ference, appointed to be held there June 
29 to July 6. 

Eight commissioners were chosen for 
the world’s conference, whose duty it 
should be to gather data from all over 
the world to present to the body assem- 
bled. The subjects assigned to these men 
are eight in number: Capital and Labor; 
Prison Reform; the Sabbath; Intemper- 
ance; The Family: Peace; Mormonism; 
and Social Purity. 

The provisional program for the con- 
ference is as follows: — 


“The Press and Public Morals,” Dr. Robert 
J. Burdette, Los Angeles, Cal. 

“Christian Forces in the Levant,” Dr. Ar- 
menag Haigazian, Konia, Asia Minor, Turkey. 

“The Necessity of an Awakened Public Con- 
science,” Judge A. Z. Blair, Portsmouth, Ohio. 

“Religious Instruction in State Educational 
Institutions,” Dr. James S. Martin, Pittsburgh, 


a. 
“Municipal Reform,” Dr. Mark A. Mat- 
thews, Seattle, Wash. 
“Prison Reform,” Hon. Oswald West, gov- 
ernor of Oregon, Salem, Oregon. 
“The Obligations of the West to the East,” 
Dr. Isaac Taylor Headland, Peking, China. 
“Religious Fundamentals in the Common 
par Dr. Richard Cameron Wylie, Pittsburgh, 
‘a 


“The General Scope and Purpose of the 
Portland Conference,” Dr. Henry Collin Min- 
ton, president National Reform Association, 
Trenton, N 


“The Moral Accountability of Nations,’ Dr. 
a A. Macdonald, editor Toronto Globe, Can- 
ada. 

“Christianity in the New China, Ng Poon 
Chew, Canton, China. 

“TIntemperance,” Rev. Robert J. Patterson, 
Belfast, Ireland. 

“Cooperation of State and Voluntary Phil- 
anthropic Agencies,” Rev. John Lamond, Edin- 
burgh, Scotland. 

“The Christianization of the Social Order,” 
Dr. Samuel Zane Batten, Des Moines, Iowa. 

“Fourth of July Addresses,” by speakers 
from different countries. 

“The Relation of Home Mission Work to 
National Life and Welfare,” Bishop William 
Quayle, Oklahoma City, Okla. 

“Practical Patriotism,” Dr. James S. Mc- 
Gaw, general field secretary National Reform 
Association, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

“Emigration and Immigration in Their Re- 
lation to the Moral Progress of Nations,” Hon. 
Robert Watchorn. 

“The Impact of the Occident on the Orient,” 
Dr. R. B. Peery, Atchison, Kan. 

“Juvenile Delinquency; Its Cause and How 
oo It,” Judge Ben Lindsey, Denver, 

olo. 

“The Child Labor Problem,” Dr. A. J. Mc- 
Kelway, Washington, D. C. 

“The Ethical and Economical Evils of War,” 
Pog Edward Krehbiel, Stanford University, 

al. 

“Government of the People, by the People, 
and for the People,” Dr. J. T. McCrory, Pitts- 
burgh, Pa. 

“The Holy Spirit in National Life,” Dr. H. 
H. George, Beaver Falls, Pa. 

“The Moral Evolution of the City,” Dr. 
Lyman Edwyn Davis, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

“Our Social Problem; Is It Economic or 
Moral?” Dr. T. H. Acheson, Pittsburgh, Pa. 

“Church Cooperation in Public Charities,” 
Dr. Hugh B. McCauley, Philadelphia, Pa. 

“The Social Teachings of the New Testa- 
ment,” Dr. E. A. Wicher, San Francisco, Cal. 
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“The Obligation of Christian Countries to 
Their Dependencies,” the Hon. Charles W. 
Fairbanks, ex-Vice-President of the United 
States, Indianapolis, Ind. 

“Present-Day Tendencies in France,” Dr. 
Charles-Merle d’Aubigné, Paris, France. 

“ Christianizing a State,’ Dr. William Par- 


sons, Eugene, Oregon. 
“The Mormon Menace,” Dr. Robert F. Coyle, 


Denver, Colo. 
“Immigration,” Prof. Alberto Clot, Palermo, 


Italy. 

“National Recognition of Christianity,” Dr. 
J. M. Wylie, Kansas City, Mo. 

“Christianity as an Ethical Factor in Japa- 
nese National Life,’ Dr. K. Ibuka, principal 
of Meiji Gakuim, Tokio, Japan. 

“ Christianity as a Social Factor in Japanese 
National Life,” Dr. S. Motoda, Trinity Col- 
lege, Tokio, Japan. 

“The Grouping of Church-Schools About a 
State University,” Dr. P. L. Campbell, presi- 
dent Oregon State University, Eugene, Oregon. 

“The Ethical Element in Systems of Taxa- 
tion,’ the Hon. Albert J. Wallace, lieutenant- 
governor of California, Sacramento, Cal. 

“The Sabbath a Human Necessity,” Dr. J. 
H. Leiper, Portland, Oregon. 

“The Direct Democracy,” F. De Rougemont, 
Fahys, III, Neuchatel, Switzerland. 

“World Peace,” Prof. Theophil Mann, 
Frankfort-on-the-Main, Germany. 

“National Religion; Its Social Contribution 
to Scottish Life,” Dr. John G. Dickson, Edin- 
burgh, Scotland. 

“Old-Age Pensions and Christian Citizen- 
ship,” Dr. William Hiram Foulkes, Philadel- 
phia, Pa. 


Dr. J. S. McGaw, general field secre- 
tary of the National Reform Association, 
in speaking of the objects of the confer- 
ence, said: — 

‘Whatever concerns the citizen is of 
vital interest to the church and to the 
body politic. It has been the object of 
our public schools to make good citizens ; 
so in this conference all problems that 
present themselves in regard to this great 
subject will be authoritatively discussed. 
But the world is fast learning that mere 
citizenship is not enough. The time has 
come to make Christian citizens.” 

The speaker asserted that “a part of 
the Bible is for the individual, a part for 
the family, a part for the church, and two 
fifths of it for the nations as nations. 
For the first time in the history of the 
world the nations have been brought close 
enough together to confer upon the Chris- 
tian problems that are vital to their com- 
mon experience. We made a mistake in 
the first place in not founding our gov- 
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ernment upon Christian principles. The 
battle is raging between those who want 
Christian democracy and those who de- 
sire only civil democracy. In order that 
the Bible may attain its rightful place in 
the life of the nation, we must have a 
strictly enforced civil sabbath, and the 
Bible taught in the public schools. That 
portion of the Bible bearing upon national 
life must be legislated into law.- It has 
already been too long neglected. And this 
nation [the United States] should lead 
out in this desirable step. 

“What is good for America is good 
for the world. Thus the world, which 
has been at the conference in the person 
of its representatives, will see that we 
enact . . . the findings of this conference 
into laws.” Mr. McGaw then pictured 
the United States taking the lead, and 
“the rest of the world following us in 
enacting Christian laws which will result 
in bringing about the brotherhood of 
man.” (Italics ours.) 

“Tt is not only a Christian movement 
but a world’s Christian movement. When 
the two fifths of the Bible bearing upon 
the life of the nations is enacted into na- 
tional law, then the Bible will rule in the 
life of the individual, the family, the 
church, and the nation; thus will come 
the millennium.” 

One of the reasons given by Dr. Mc- 
Gaw for calling this conference was that 
the world’s Christian citizens may confer 
together, and thus create sentiment in fa- 
vor of enacting religious laws in all coun- 
tries for the enforcement of their ideas 
of the Christian religion upon all men, 
whether they are of the National Reform 
persuasion, or of some other religious 
persuasion, or perchance of no religious 
persuasion. 

In case a certain portion of the Bible 
“must be legislated into national law,” as 
Dr. McGaw holds, then even the National 
Reformer himself who brings about the 
enactment of such laws by the un-Christ- 
like combinations of religious and civil 
politics, would be estopped from ever 
changing his profession to any sect not 
holding to the views of the National Re- 




















formers. Thus he would be forced by 

the law he himself had helped to bring 

into existence, to act the part of a hypo- 

crite the remainder of his life, or vainly 

attempt a repeal of the oppressive law. 
Millennial Kingdom 

Is it possible that this system of relig- 
ious force under the veil of politics will 
usher in among men the kingdom of our 
divine Lord? Is not this a singularly 
strange and new gospel? It was con- 
ceived in the fourth century, reconceived 
in the sixteenth, and born again in the 
nineteenth by the first eleven National 
Reformers of modern times in the year 
of our Lord 1863, in Xenia, Ohio. 

To legislate God’s laws into the civil 
codes of the nations will never answer 
the requirements of the King of the pro- 
posed kingdom. When Jesus was here, 
he announced the condition of a passport 
to his kingdom to be this: “ Except a 
man be born again, he cannot see the 
kingdom of God. . . . Except a man be 
born . . . of the Spirit, he cannot enter 
into the kingdom of God.” John 3:3, 5. 
This passport bears the signature of King 
Jesus, the King of kings. 

The new birth implies spiritual life, and 
a far higher standard of righteousness 
than civic righteousness. Christ liveth 
within the new creature. Gal. 2:20. 
Divine life working within gives assur- 
ance of divine righteousness. 

The good and benevolent acts of a man, 
a municipality, a province, a state, or a 
nation are acts of civic righteousness ; but 
they do not produce the righteousness 


_that will entitle one to an entrance into 


the kingdom of God. 

The righteousness of every soul who 
will enter the kingdom of God is found in 
Christ —“ The Lord Our Righteousness.” 
Jer. 23:6. A man inspired of God, who 
also had a personal experience in both hu- 
man and divine righteousness, said of the 
former when contrasted with divine right- 
eousness, “ All our righteousnesses are 
as filthy rags.” Isa. 64:6. 

Theory Versus God’s Word 

“Civic righteousness” is good so far 

as it goes; but it does not necessarily in- 
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dicate such a change, or regeneration, of 
the heart as is necessary to reception into 
the true kingdom of Jesus Christ. Were 
the entire Bible. “ legislated”: into civil 
law and enforced upen the-people to’ the 
extreme extent, this act would in no sense 
change the heart of oné sinner, but Hypec- 
risy would flourish everywhere. Chris- 
tiaris are not made by “civic” acts, but 
are born from above. 

In every municipality, city, province, 
state, and nation there are either civil 
ordinances or civil laws providing for the 
protection of life and the individual lib- 
erties of men. 

Such laws when enforced are a deter- 
rent to crime — graft, white slavery — 
and to the evils designed to be remedied 
by the National Reformers. This is civic 
righteousness. Extending this condition 
to the farthest limit of acts of civic right- 
eousness, may it not then. be truly said 
that all.such and similar acts of civic 
righteousness might be wrought out.in a 
municipality, state, or nation where the 
majority of lawmakers and law-enforcers 
are atheists? If so, can civic righteous- 
ness worked .out by men who do not be- 
lieve in the Deity, bring to men the king- 
dom of the Deity? And this is exactly 
the same kind of civic righteousness that 
the National Reform Christian Citizen- 
ship workers would have us believe is 
the panacea for all civil, moral, and spiri- 
tual ills, and will bring to men the king- 
dom of God. 

Said the late Dr. A. J. Gordon: “ But 
there can be no reasonable doubt that that 
age in which the church was most com- 
pletely separated from the world was the 
age in which Christianity was the most 
victorious in the world.” 

Our divine Lord said: “ Render there- 
fore unto Cesar [civil government] the 
things which are Cesar’s; and unto God 
the things that are God’s.” Matt. 22: 21. 

In a public address delivered in Port- 
land, Dr. McGaw reached the climax in 
his last analysis of reasons assigned for 
holding the conference, in the following 
plain language: — 

“We made a mistake in the first place 
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freedom and break legalized precedents and 


He is fighting the battle of “The New Freedom.” 
of civil precedents and traditions, but help fight the battle of religious 


are inimical to religious freedom. 
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pens to be in the way of accomplishing something essential to the public welfare. 


only break the 
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in not founding our government upon 
Christian principles. . . . We must have 
a strictly enforced civil sabbath, and the 
Bible taught in the public schools.” The 
mistake, then, is to be corrected by enact- 
ing Sabbath laws and enforcing them. 


Dr. McGaw further declared: “We 
must have the civic sabbath, the Amer- 
ican sabbath! No Sabbath, no God; no 
God, no religion; no religion, no con- 
science ; no conscience, no law nor order; 
no law nor order, anarchy.” These things 
are the things that will be taught at the 
conference. In this series of utterances 
the civic sabbath idea is revealed, and the 
religious feature of the legislation stands 
out in bold lines. It is a religious rest 
day they desire, and it is to be enforced 
upon all men by civil law, without regard 
to their sectarian ideas, or whether they 
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may be agnostics, deists, or atheists. 

Abraham Lincoln once said, “ No ques- 
tion is settled until it is settled right.” 
Sabbath legislation and all religious leg- 
islation have been settled by the Deity; 
therefore, settled right. Note the follow- 
ing: “ The seventh day is the Sabbath of 
the Lord thy God.” Said he, ‘‘ Render 
therefore unto... God the things that are 
God’s.” The Sabbath, belonging to God, 
cannot rightfully be rendered’ to civil 
government. And for civil government 
to make such requirement is for it to put 
itself in the place of God and require of 
its subjects religious worship; for true 
Sabbath-keeping is worship, and is the 
final reason why it should be rendered 
only unto God. Man owes his religion 
to God, not to the state. 


Portland, Oregon. 
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Some Christian Citizenship Arguments 


K. C. RUSSELL 


“ CHRISTIAN citizenship” and “ civil 
righteousness ” are comparatively mod- 
ern terms, and are employed by the pro- 
moters of the National Reform and affil- 
jated movements in the vocabulary of 
their reformatory activities. 

It is significant to observe that the 
more unchristian a movement is in these 
times, the more men seek to label it 
Christian. That which is Christian, and 
Christian indeed, does not require la- 
beling as such, for it is proof in itself 
that it is genuine in character. The true 
Christian citizen is one who manifests in 
his character those noble and elevating 
Christian virtues which are seen in his 
relations with his fellow men. The idea 
of genuine Christian citizenship was 
clearly expressed by Justice Welch in his 
opinion before the supreme court of 
Ohio concerning the question of relig- 
ious instruction in the public schools, as 
follows : — 

“Ts not the very fact that those laws 
[laws made by a Christian people] do 
not attempt to enforce Christianity,.-or 


to place it upon exceptional or vantage 
ground, itself a strong evidence that they 
are the laws of a Christian people? It 
is strong evidence that their religion is 
indeed a religion ‘without partiality, 
and therefore a religion ‘without hy- 
pocrisy.. True Christianity asks no 
aid from the sword of civil author- 
ity. It began without the sword, and 
wherever it has taken the sword, it 
has perished by the sword. To de- 
pend on civil authority for its enforce- 
ment is to acknowledge its own weak- 
ness, which it can never afford to do. 
Its weapons are moral and spiritual, not 
carnal. Armed with these, and these 
alone, it is not afraid nor ‘ ashamed,’ 
and the very reason why it is not afraid 
nor ‘ashamed’ is that it is not the power 
of man but the ‘ power of God’ on which 
it depends.” 

From these statements it is plain that 
true Christian citizenship is seen in the 
fact that it does not attempt to enforce 
Christianity nor seek in any way to take 
advantage in matters of religion. This 
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idea, however, is contrary to the ideas of 
those who conduct what is denomi- 
nated the Christian Citizenship Move- 
ment. 

In consideration of some of the Na- 
tional Reform doctrines it may be of 
interest to learn the circumstances that 
led the eleven Protestant representatives 
who assembled in convention at Xenia, 
Ohio, in 1863, to enter upon the National 
Reform program which they have been 
seeking to carry out for half a century. 

The interesting facts came to light in 
this way: In connection with their Chris- 
tian Citizenship Convention in Philadel- 
phia in 1910, there was held a banquet. 
A reporter who was in attendance at 
the banquet, but not a National Re- 
former, gives the following interesting 
account : — : 

“The meeting dealt chiefly with rem- 
iniscences, the old veterans telling their 
experiences in the early days of their 
work. Dr. T. P. Stevenson acted as 
toast-master. He stated that the first 


meeting in the interests of National Re- 


form was held in Xenia, Ohio, in July, 
1863; that the occasion for the meeting 
was the deep feeling on the part of so 
many Christian people just at the time 
that there should be a revival of religion 
among the people. The first meeting 
had to do with the revival of religion 
in the hearts of the people. As they 
discussed it, the movement developed for 
a revival of national religion. The last 
point dwelt upon by him in his introduc- 
tion of the toasts was that the movement 
had now reached its fourth step, the step 
which had been presented to all eyes in 
this convention and had been so strongly 
impressed upon the hearts of all,— that 
was the world-wide aspect of the move- 
ment.” 

The reporter thus briefly comments 
upon the incident : — 

“Tt is worth noting that the National 
Reformers yielded to the temptation 
which Satan presented to Christ. They 
met for a revival of personal religion. 
He put before them the glory of nations 
and a reign of the church over the kings 
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of the earth; Christ put the temptation 
aside, they yielded to it.” 

Having once entered upon a wrong 
course, how rapidly they have diverged 
from the noble purpose which first 
prompted them,— that of securing a re- 
vival of personal religion in the hearts of 
the people. But from that time to this 
they have persistently followed the pro- 
gram of securing a national religion. It 
remains for Christians to seek for a re- 
vival of true religion in the hearts of 
men; in other words, to carry out the 
purpose of personal religion for which 
that convention first met. The only 
power that can accomplish this end is 
that of the Holy Spirit. 

One of the chief arguments of the Na- 
tional Reform party is that the state is 
a moral and religious being, having rea- 
son and conscience. It is easy to under- 
stand how, with a false premise like 
this, such an organization would be led 
to seek to secure a national religion. 
This idea is opposed to the Word of 
God, which teaches that “we must all 
appear before the judgment-seat of 
Christ; that every one may receive the 
things done in his body, according to 
that he hath done, whether it be good or 
bad;” and in view of this, the apostle 
Paul continues, “ Knowing therefore the 
terror of the Lord, we persuade men.” 
From this it is plainly to be seen that 
the Word of God teaches we are not to 
stand before the judgment-seat of Christ 
as a nation, or even as a family, but as 
individuals; and furthermore it is em- 
phasized that instead of compelling men 
by force of civil authority, we should 
“ persuade ” them. 

It is easy to see that when these re- 
ligio-political reformers succeed in se- 
curing that for which they are so ear- 
nestly seeking, there will then be erected 
in this country a veritable image to the 
religious establishments and_ ecclesias- 
tical tyranny which existed in Europe in 
the dark ages. It is high time to raise 
a voice of protest against the encroach- 
ments of these, zealous but misguided 
men. 





One Day of Rest in Seven 


W. M. HEALEY 


UNDER the above title the American 
Association for Labor Legislation has 
drawn up a bill for a proposed day of 
rest, and is asking every State to enact 
it into law. The proposed law is called 
“An Act to Promote the Public Health.” 

The title of this bill is misleading, con- 
veying the idea that its real object is 


stantine in A. D. 321, which reads: “ Let 
all the judges and townspeople and the 
occupation of all trades rest on the ven- 
erable day of the sun; but let those who 
are situated in the country, freely and 
at full liberty attend to the business of 
agriculture.” This bill, like Constan- 


tine’s edict, is applied to the trades and 








STATE CAPITOL, HARRISBURG, PENNSYLVANIA 
This same bill was recently defeated in the Harrisburg legislature and in ten other legislatures. 


to obtain one day’s rest in seven without 
regard to any particular day. The bill 
does not regard all days alike; on the 
contrary, it is in the interest of Sunday 
rest. The enacting clause forbids every 
employer of labor to employ such labor 
in any “ factory or mercantile establish- 
ment” or to operate any “ factory ‘or 
mercantile establishment on Sunday,” 
unless he has complied with certain rules 
and regulations; and when, under these 
regulations, some day other than Sunday 
is accepted for rest, it is only a substitute 
for Sunday. 

This bill in its scope resembles the first 
Sunday law on record, made by Con- 


mercantile pursuits — work of the cities 
and towns — and excepts, or rather does 
not apply to, agricultural pursuits. 
Constantine’s edict was soon made of 
more general application, and was used 
to enforce Sunday rest as a religious ob- 
servance. There is good reason to be- 
lieve that the proposed law would be 
used for the same purpose. The author, 
in commenting upon it, says: “ It is pur- 
posely limited in scope to those indus- 
tries where, for the time being, there 
is the greatest hope of the effective en- 
forcement of the law.” Here is an ad- 
mission that the law would not be all 
that is desired, or that is expected in 
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the future, but is accepted because it is 
all that can be had “ for the time being.” 

It is the duty of civil government to 
protect all its citizens in the possession 
of all their individual rights, whether 
natural or acquired. Natural rights 
are inborn, fundamental, inalienable. 
Among them “are life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness.” Civil government 
cannot give natural rights, but should 
protect all in the freest exercise of them 
compatible with the exercise of the same 
rights in others. 

Acquired rights may be the product 
of one’s own acts, as the right to prop- 
erty that has been obtained for a con- 
sideration, or the right to control an- 
other’s time and labor for a given pe- 
riod, having secured it for a price, or 
wage. Rights of this class are some- 
times held by permission of others, as 
the right to sell intoxicating drinks, 
which is not natural, but acquired 
through the sufferance of others. It is 


this class of rights that rests upon con- 
tract; and where the public has power 
to grant them, it may revoke them also, 


which, in a republic, means by the ma- 
jority of the people. 

All rights are limited by the rights 
of others, and liberty should only be ex- 
ercised within one’s rights. A man car- 
rying a ladder on a crowded street, sud- 
denly turned around, hitting another man 
on the nose, who resented the treatment, 
and was told, “ This is a land of liberty, 
and a man has a right to carry a ladder.” 
“Yes,” he replied, “this is a land of 
liberty, and you have a right to carry 
a ladder, but I give you to understand 
that all your rights and liberties end 
where my nose begins.” 

Civil authority may make and enforce 
rules for proper sewerage or for the pu- 
rity of the public water-supply, on ac- 
count of preserving the public health; 
but it has no right to compel the private 
citizen to drink some particular kind of 
mineral water for his health. Civil au- 
thority may send a drunken man to jail, 
not because he is drunk, but because he 
is a menace to the rights of others. It 
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may quarantine those who have conta- 
gious or infectious diseases, but it does 
not deprive a man of his liberty because 
he has smallpox, but because he is en- 
dangering the health and lives of others. 
Working seven days instead of six does 
not interfere with any one’s rights, nor 
endanger his health; no crime nor mis- 
demeanor is committed by the act. 

If the state is to take paternal charge 
of each individual, and have personal su- 
pervision of all that affects the individual 
health, it should prohibit all forms of 
dissipation, decide the time and number 
of meals per day, the kind of food to 
be eaten, and see that such wards of the 
state do not overeat. 

If the state is to punish a man for in- 
jury, or rather danger, to his personal 
health by working too many days, it 
should punish him for having, or being 
liable to have, the colic from eating too 
many green apples or cucumbers. Under 
such a government it would be well to 
adopt the most extreme modern ideas 
of paroling prisoners, or it would soon 
be found that there were not enough 
people out of jail to provide for those 
who were in jail. 

The state may determine the number 
of days or hours in a week that shall be 
required of laborers on public works, or 
of public officials in the discharge of 
their duties. It may also regulate simi- 
lar acts of corporations. It should pro- 
tect minors. Its convicts and insane are 
under its control. But it has no right to 
interfere with the personal acts of its 
free private citizens, who do not injure 
nor endanger others. 

Not According to Nature 

Facts do not sustain the assertion that 
working seven days in the week is de- 
structive of health. The Japanese and 
Chinese have paid no attention to a 
weekly day of rest, but have been al- 
most incessant toilers for centuries; and 
now their powers of endurance are so 
great that Sunday-keeping laborers ask 
for state protection against their com- 
petitive labor. Where Sunday is a day 
of general enforced idleness, Monday 
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finds fewer men able to work than are 
found on any other day of the week. 
The statement that nature requires one 
day of physical rest in seven is contrary 
to every operation of nature. There is 
not one object nor creature in all nature, 
aside from man, that gives the slightest 
evidence of observing such‘a law. Na- 
ture’s activities are the same on all days. 
Mankind never discovered the necessity 
of a rest day in each seven from any 
operation of physical nature. The Sab- 
bath is of religious origin. God created 
it and commanded its observance on the 
seventh day; and wherever a weekly rest 
day has been known, it has come from 
this original idea of religious worship. 
The Sabbath was not instituted as a day 
for physical rest; it was made and set 
apart for observance before sin or phys- 
ical weariness were known. It is a me- 


morial of the true God, and is moral 
and spiritual in its nature, which places 
it beyond the power of sinful man to 
make, enforce, or destroy. Those who 
observe it must do so in spirit and in 


truth, not in enforced idleness. Man 
is required willingly, of his own voli- 
tion, to cease from the ordinary labor of 
the week on the Sabbath, that he may 
be free to give his whole attention to 
the proper observance of the Sabbath. 

If the weekly rest day were from na- 
ture’s physical law, as claimed, that of 
itself would place it beyond the reach 
of human legislation; for nature forces 
her laws upon all creatures and all crea- 
tion without the help of man. No act 
of the legislature of a state can make 
one babe hungry or sleepy. It does not 
have to appoint a commission to teach 
ducks to swim. The foot-sore traveler 
is weary, and no civil law can prevent 
it. No stated time of rest can be made 
to meet the physical needs of all. Such 
rest must be varied according to the 
strength and labor of each individual; 
and nature attends to that, but human 
lawymakers cannot. 

Principle of Slavery Involved 

To deprive any one of the free use 

of his time and of the privilege of em- 
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ploying or being employed according to 
his own choice, is to deny the right of 
citizenship, and establish, for citizens, 
the principle of slavery. 

If a few persons were to try to com- 
pel a man to cease work on some day 
on which they want to rest, civil au- 
thority would readily recognize his right 
to labor, and would punish the offenders. 
If a whole city were to become a mob 
and try to coerce him, it would still be 
his right to pursue any work that does 
not interfere with others, and it would 
be the duty of the whole State to give 
him protection. If the State were to 
join the mob, it would none the less be 
his right to be protected, and the na- 
tional government would come to his re- 
lief. This question of the individual's 
right to the use of his own time was 
fought out in our civil war, with many 
States against it, while the nation de- 
fended the individual right. 

In this paper we have given more at- 
tention to the statements sent out with 
the proposed law than we have to the 
bill itself. The bill is an absurdity of 
itself. It contains no penalty for the 
laborer who actually works seven con- 
secutive days. It does not mention that 
he has been guilty of anything wrong. 
It does not even call the work a misde- 
meanor. Are we to conclude that the 
labor is not considered wrong? or that 
the laborer is not considered responsible 


for his acts, but is regarded as a beast of 


burden or a slave? He is at least treated 
as irresponsible in the fact that no pen- 
alty attaches to his acts, while his em- 
ployer is held under penalty for allowing 
him to perform those acts. If the labor 
is not wrong, why impose a penalty on 
the employer for what another does that 
is not wrong to do? If the labor is 
wrong, why not impose a penalty on the 
one who actually commits tt? 

In Section 2 of the bill, exceptions 
are made for janitors, watchmen, and 
some others, in the following words: | 
“This act shall not apply to.” The act, 
as shown by the penalty, is not against 
the work, but is against the employer al- 
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lowing his employee to work on seven 
consecutive days. An exception must be 
from that part of the act to which the 
penalty is attached, and this would ex- 
empt janitors and watchmen from the 
law and its penalty, allowing them to 
combine the business of an employer 
with the duties of janitors or watch- 
men, and being exempt from the act, 
they could continue any work, through 
their employees, every day. 

These are some of the principles of 
government, together with some of the 
















In this time of demand for compul- 
sory Sunday observance, an object-lesson 
may be found in the fact that there are 
in this country more than one hundred 
thousand Christians who observe the sev- 
enth-day Sabbath, and their number is 
constantly increasing. They are scattered 
throughout every State in the Union, 
and live in the cities, in the towns, and in 
the country districts. The day which 
they observe as the Sabbath has become 
the busiest day of the week in the com- 
mercial world, and they are surrounded 
by those who are pursuing their ordinary 
work on that day. When they go to 
their places of worship, their eyes neces- 
sarily behold what they regard as a dese- 
cration of a holy day, and their ears are 
saluted with the hum of secular industry. 
They would be glad to have all observe 
the Sabbath “ according to the command- 
ment,” and thus honor the Creator, but 
they never have asked, and never will 
ask, for legislative enactments which 
would compel others to pay an outward 
regard to this day; all must be fully 
convinced by their own consciences that 
they ought to keep it holy. These ob- 
servers of the seventh day simply ask 
to be left free to observe the day of 
their choice without being fined either 
directly or indirectly — without being 
compelled to pay a fine in money into the 
state treasury or to pay a fine in the way 
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errors and absurdities of the proposed 
law. 

Every free man who can support his 
family and pay his debts is by inherent, 
natural right entitled to just as much 
rest as he chooses to take, either by day 
or by night. He is entitled to his own 
choice as t6 the place and manner of 
resting. Civil government has no more 
right to direct the rest by day than it 
has to direct it at night. The right of 
choice in these matters is a divine right. 

San Diego, Cal. 
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Is Sabbath Legislation Necessary? 


W. W. PRESCOTT 


of loss of time by enforced idleness upon 
a day which the Scriptures designate as 
a working day,—and they freely con- 
cede to others the civil right to work on 
the seventh day of the week and to rest 
on another day if they choose to do so, 
or to refuse to observe any day as the 
Sabbath. 

Now if such a body of Christian ob- 
servers of the seventh day of the week 
can be developed in this country by the 
power of conscientious conviction alone, 
in the face of all those circumstances 
which the advocates of Sunday observ- 
ance regard as so fatal to their cause, is 
it not apparent that no Christian institu- 
tion needs the support of the civil power? 
We commend this object-lesson to the 
consideration of those who are claiming 
that what they designate as “the Chris- 
tian sabbath ” will perish from the earth 
unless they can secure the passage of 
laws to protect and preserve it. 
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Madison’s Prophecy Fulfilled 
W. F. MARTIN 

In the annals of Congress for the 
year 1789, the statesmen were discussing 
the advisability of adopting the First 
Amendment to the national Constitution, 
which asserted that “Congress shall 
make no law respecting an establishment 
of religion or prohibiting the free exer- 
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cise thereof.” Some thought it was un- 
necessary. Mr. Madison, the author of 
the bill, urged its adoption because he 
“feared one sect might obtain a pre- 
eminence, or two combine together and 
establish a religion to which they would 
compel others to conform.” 

According to Samuel Zane Batten, 
who is prominent in arranging for the 
Second World’s Christian Citizenship 
Conference, one great purpose of the 
gathering is the “mobilization of the 
forces of good throughout the Christian 
world to combat tendencies that are 
evil.” Further, he stated that “one of 
the more immediate devices will be the 
organization of churches and social wel- 
fare societies and leagues in such a man- 
ner that when any legislation designed 
to further the great program is pending 
in any State, all of these elements can 
throw their combined strength into a 
lobby for it.” 

This looks as if Madison, the young 
statesman, was far-seeing. It also looks 
as if the danger he foresaw was on the 
point of realization. It is time for the 
lovers of liberty to awake to the danger 
that threatens their freedom. 


College Place, Wash. 
we Me Oe 


Over Thirty Thousand Protests 


PosTMASTER-GENERAL BURLESON re- 
cently received a petition which con- 
tained over thirty thousand names pro- 
testing against the present law which 
prohibits the opening of first- and second- 
class post-offices for the purpose of de- 
livering mail to the general public on 
Sunday. This petition was so large that 
it could not be easily sent through the 
mails, and was consequently wrapped to- 
gether in one large roll and sent by ex- 
press to the Postmaster-General. The 
governors of eight States, together with 
thirty thousand business men from all 
parts of the country, signed the petition, 
begging the Postmaster-General to use 
his influence to have the usual mail-mat- 
ter pass through the post-offices to the 
public on Sundays as it did prior to the 
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passage of the obnoxious Sunday-law 
rider that was attached to the Post-office 
Appropriation Bill during the last ses- 
sion of Congress. 

Most of these business men are ‘trav- 
eling men who have their mail for the 
whole week forwarded to a certain town 
or city where they plan to stop over 


POSTMASTER-GENERAL BURLESON 


Who recently received over thirty thousand 
protests from business men. 


Sunday, and then are unable to secure 
it till Monday morning, and frequently 


not at all. This proves again that Sun- 
day laws restore no rights to any one 
which he does not already possess, but 
deprive many of their natural rights. 
Every lover of liberty should join 
these eight governors and thirty thou- 
sand business men in their earnest pro- 
tests, and send petition after petition to 
Congress asking it to look with disfavor 
upon all requests for Sunday legislation 
because such legislation is religious, un- 
just, and unconstitutional. An oppor- 
tunity is now given to protest against 
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another Sunday bill that has been intro- 
duced into the present session of Con- 
gress, and every one who appreciates his 
liberty will tear out the petition blank 
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on page 141 of this issue, sign it, and 
send it to one of the senators from his 
State who is now in Congress. Let none 
fail to read page 140. 
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“The King’s Orders” 


An Old-Time Religio-Civic Reform Argument 


W. A. SPICER 


“It is only the enforcement of civil 
law.” This is the plea urged by National 
Reformers and their allies in justifica- 
tion of Sunday-law enforcement. 

Compulsory religious observance has a 
bad sound. Religious persecution was 
supposed to be a‘ thing of the past in 
enlightened lands. But religious leaders 
who have set out to secure the enforce- 
ment of Sunday observance by civil law 
are following the same principles that 
misled their predecessors of colonial days 
and of old-time European history. 

The difference is that their predeces- 
sors were coming out from under the in- 
fluence of the dark ages, while those who 
are now advocating enforcement of relig- 
ious institutions by civil-law penalties are 
turning back to the dark ages. 

The old colonials justified their perse- 
cution of Baptists and Quakers by the 
argument that it was only enforcement 
of civil law, and hence could not be 
religious persecution. Baird says of this 
plea: — 

“Miserable excuse! But just so it 
is: wherever there is such a union of 
church and state, heresy and heretical 
practises are apt to become violations of 
the civil code, and are punishable no 
longer as errors in religion, but as in- 
fractions of the laws of the land.” 

It is an excuse as old as the cry of the 
leaders of the Jewish church against 
Jesus: “ We have a law, and by our law 
he ought to die.” John 19:7. 

In his “ History of the Rise of the 
Huguenots of France,” Henry M. Baird 
gives an ancient version of this argu- 
ment that we hear so often from religio- 


civic reform platforms in our own day. 
The author quotes from Jean Marteilhe, 
a Huguenot, who was condemned to the 
galleys at Marseilles for his religion. 
Pere Garcin, superior of a Roman Cath- 
olic mission, argues with him that it was 
not at all religious persecution under 
which he was suffering chains and slavery 
at the galley oars: — 

“*Do you know,’ he asked me, ‘ what 
persecution is?’ 

“* Alas, sir,’ said I, ‘my state and that 
of my suffering brethren has made me 
know it sufficiently well.’ 

““* Nonsense,’ said he, ‘ there is where 
you are mistaken; you take punishment 
for persecution, and I am going to con- 
vince you of it.’ 

“* How comes it,’ he asked me, ‘ that 
you are in the galleys, and what was the 
ground of your sentence?’ 

“T replied that, finding that I was per- 
secuted in my native land, I determined 
to leave the kingdom in order to profess 
my religion freely; and that I was ar- 
rested on the borders and condemned for 
this to the galleys. 

““Ts not that just what I told you a 
moment ago, that you do not know what 
persecution is? I teach you, then, what 
it is, when I tell you that persecution 
for the sake of religion is when one mal- 
treats you in order to compel you to 
renounce the religion that you profess, 
Now religion has nothing to do with your 
case; and here is the proof. The king 
has forbidden all his subjects to leave 
the kingdom without his permission. You 
undertook to leave; you are punished for 
having violated, the king’s orders, This 
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is a matter that relates to the manage- 
ment of the government and not to the 
church nor to religion.’ 

“He next addressed one of our breth- 
ren there present, and asked him also 
why he was in the galleys. ‘ For having 
prayed to -God, sir, in a meeting,’ the 
brother replied. 

“* Another violation of the king’s or- 
ders,’ resumed Father Garcin. ‘The 
king,’ said he, ‘has forbidden coming to- 
gether to pray to God in any other place 
than the parish and other churches of the 
kingdom.’ 

“Another of our brethren told him 
that, being ill, the curate came to his bed- 
side to receive his declaration as to 
whether he wished to live and die in the 
Reformed or Catholic religion ; that hav- 
ing recovered from his sickness he was 
arrested and condemned ‘to the galleys. 

“* Still another violation of the king’s 
orders,’ said Father Garcin. ‘His Maj- 
. esty will have all his subjects live and die 
in the Romish religion. You have de- 
clared that you will not do so. That is 


contravening the king’s orders. So, gen- 
tlemen, all of you that are here have 


violated the king’s commands. The 
church has nothing to do with it. She was 
not present at your trial; she did not pre- 
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side over it. In a word, the whole took © 
place outside of her and of her cogni- 
zance,’ ” 

Then the narrator, Marteilhe, exposed 
the fallacy of the “civil punishment” 
argument of persecution, flagrant and 
unashamed. Pretending that the mis- 
sioner had presented unanswerable argu- 
ments, he asked if he would be set free 
from the galleys while awaiting instruc- 
tion in the right religion before making 
abjuration of his Protestant faith. 

““Assuredly not,’ said the priest. 
“You will never be released before ab- 
juring with all the customary form.’ 

“* And if I do thus abjure, may I hope 
to go forth soon?’ 

““TIn a fortnight thereafter, on the 
word of a priest; for you see the king 
promiscs to release in such a case.’ ” 

- Then Marteilhe showed him that it 
was for religion, and religion alone, that 
he was condemned ; for only by abjuring 
his religion could he go free. (See Vol- 
ume II, pages 129, 130.) 

How do those Protestant clergymen 
who urge the “civil punishment” the- 
ory in justification of Sunday-law’ pros- 
ecution like this setting forth of the same 
theory by the missioner in the Marseilles 
Huguenot prison? 
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A Hearing on Proposed Sunday Legislation 


G. B. THOMPSON 


SINCE the old Sunday law of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia was declared uncon- 
stitutional by Judge Pugh of the police 
court, an effort has been made by many 
of the barbers of Washington to have a 
new Sunday law enacted by Congress for 
the District. Recently a petition was 
presented to the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia, signed by two 
hundred ten of the barbers of the 
District, requesting that the commission- 
ers introduce into Congress a bill prohib- 
iting the opening of barber shops on 
Sunday. 


April 29, 1913, a hearing which had 
been arranged by the Religious Liberty 
Association to protest against such legis- 
lation was held before the Commissioners 
of the District. Mr. A. C. Luber, Mr. 
Myers, and others, representing the 
larger barber shops of Washington, ap- 
peared in opposition to the passing of 
any law that would close the shops on 
Sunday. Mr. Myers presented a pe- 
tition from the managers of nineteen of 
the leading hotels in the city against 
Sunday closing of barber shops. Mr. 
Myers remarked that clergymen, sena- 
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tors, and representatives stopping at the 
hotels, frequently come in to be shaved 
on Sunday. 

Mr. Rudolph Sauer, a citizen of the 
District, read a paper, in which he con- 
tended that the law asked for by the 
barbers “would be an_ unreasonable, 
vexatious law, and a needless restriction 
of the personal liberty of the citizen.” 

Mr. John D. Bradley, secretary of the 
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signed this petition, if they are propri- 
etors, can close their shops on Sunday 
if they wish. There is no law existing 
compelling them to keep their shops open 
on that day. If they are journeymen, 
they are not compelled to work. Every 
man is free in the matter of contract 
for labor. He is not under duress, and 
if he prefers not to work on Sunday, or 
has religious scruples, he is not com- 





NEW MUNICIPAL BUILDING, WASHINGTON, D. C. 


In this building was held the hearing on the barbers’ petition for a Sunday law. 


Washington Secular League, appeared 
in opposition to the enactment of any 
legislation favoring Sunday, and submit- 
ted a series of strong, well-written reso- 
lutions previously passed by the league, 
asking that there be no legislation upon 
this question. 

Prof. W. W. Prescott, in behalf of the 
Religious Liberty Association, spoke par- 
dicularly in reference to some of the legal 
aspects of such legislation. He said: — 

“T ask first why this petition comes 
in, on what basis it rests. Certainly these 
two hundred ten barbers who have 


pelled todo so. That is a matter between 
him and his employer. 

“The only reason I can see for this 
petition would be this: Some proprietors 
are fearful that if they close their shops, 
the others might keep open. That is a 
matter of competition between different 
members of the same trade. Now I sub- 
mit that there should be no law estab- 
lished prohibiting honest, honorable com- 
petition, that a law should not be invoked 
to settle controversies between employees 
and employers. 

“T should like! to read a brief extract 
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from a speech by ex-Senator Bailey, of 
Texas, as reported in the Congressional 
Record of Jan. 26, 1910. When the 
Johnston Sunday Bill was under consid- 
eration in the United States Senate, Jan. 
26, 1910, Senator Paynter, of Kentucky, 
stated that ‘the employees of barber 
shops desired that the shops should be 
closed on Sunday because they did not 
want to work on that day; they wanted 
it as a day of rest.’ In reply to this 
Senator Bailey, of Texas, said, as re- 
ported in the Congressional Record of 
Jan. 26, 1910: — 

“*T am not disposed to allow any 
class of people to come to legislative as- 
semblies of the country to settle contro- 
versies between them and their employ- 
ees. I certainly would not insist that a 
barber ought to work if he does not 
want to work. . . . So far as I am 


concerned, I am not disposed to allow 
any class to come and ask for a law 
that interferes with some man who wants 
to pursue his calling, simply because 
some other man does not want to pur- 
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sue it. 

The writer pointed out briefly that all 
Sunday legislation is based upon relig- 
ious grounds, and is, therefore, unconsti- 
tutional. Here are a few paragraphs 
from the paper read: — 

“ There is nothing in nature which in- 
dicates a weekly period of rest, and we 
must needs go to revelation for the ori- 
gin of Sabbath observance. Any law 
which seeks to regulate a man’s conduct 
differently on Sunday than on other days 
of the week must be based on religious 
grounds. Why do the barbers wish to 
close on Sunday rather than on Wednes- 
ay or Friday? It may not be be- 
cause they have any religious convictions 
personally in the matter, but because 
Sunday, being a religious institution, can 
be more easily secured as a day of idle- 
ness. The laws which maintain the or- 
der and civility of the citizens of the 
District of Columbia on other days of 
the week will do the same on Sunday. 

“Why should a man be fined for 
shaving or for cutting hair on Sunday 


117 


more than on other days of the week? 
Legitimate business can never be viewed 
differently on Sunday than on other 
days, except from the religious convic- 
tions of the individual. Civil govern- 
ment is to protect a man in the exercise 
of his religious convictions, but not to 
formulate his convictions into law as 
a compulsory guide for other people. 
When the government does this, it be- 
comes a despotism, and it is that which 
the Constitution prohibits. 

“No legislation concerning the ob- 
servance of Sunday is possible without 
deciding a religious controversy. We 
are not all agreed as to which day is the 
Sabbath. A respectable minority dis- 
agrees as to which is the proper day to 
keep. Now the religious convictions of 
the minority are to be as_ sacredly 
guarded as the convictions of the ma- 
jority. The final appeal to settle the 
question as to which day is right must 
be to Holy Writ. But the interpretation 
of the Bible is the work of an ecclesias- 
tical body, and not of the state. Any 
legislation therefore on the question of 
the Sabbath which involves the decision 
of a religious controversy must be re- 
ligious in character, and therefore un- 
constitutional. It would be just as 
proper for Congress to pass a bill de- 
fining the proper mode of baptism, and 
enforce the ordinance by the police 
force.” 

The commissioners were very cour- 
teous throughout the hearing, and while 
they reserved their decision in the mat- 
ter, we are hopeful that no bill will be 
recommended to Congress in response to 
the petition of the barbers. 

Congress has so far resisted the re- 
peated attempts made for religious leg- 
islation and has been true to the national 
Constitution. When once this barrier 
is broken down, no one will be able to 
stay the flood of religious legislation and 
its attendant measures of religious in- 
tolerance. Our nation has become the 
most happy and prosperous nation in the 
world because it assigned religion to the 
church and civic affairs to the state. 











In 1888 the first measure in the inter- 
est of compulsory Sunday observance was 
introduced into the United States Con- 
gress. It was commonly known as the 
Blair Sunday Rest Bill, and was not re- 
ported out of committee. Since that time 
there have been presented to our na- 
tional lawmakers nearly eighty religious 
measures. With few exceptions they 
have been disposed of without becoming 
laws. 

This kind of legislation is totally out 
of harmony with the spirit of American 
institutions. Our forefathers intended it 
to be so. Having struggled with state 
religions, they hoped to preserve their 
posterity from passing through like try- 
ing experiences. The First Amendment 
to the Constitution was the result. 

Recently, Hon. Richard Bartholdt, of 
Missouri, while speaking upon the floor 
of the House of Representatives, ex- 
pressed his opinion of Sunday laws : — 

“T believe in a complete separation of 
church and state, and in this belief go 
so far as to assert that the daily prayers 
in this House, as well as all Sunday laws, 
are unconstitutional, because they signify 
a mixing of church and state. These 
views, although Lutheran doctrine, I hold 
not as a Lutheran, but as an American 
who reveres the Constitution. As such, 
too, I believe in religious freedom 
and religious tolerance.”— Congressional 
Record, Dec. 16, 1912. 

A few weeks later in an article in the 
Journal (official organ of the Knights of 
Labor organization) Aretas W. Thomas 
objected very strongly to the passage of 
any Sunday law for the District of Co- 
lumbia. His statements are so pertinent, 
and so manifestly in accord with relig- 
ious liberty principles, that I pass them 
along : — 

“ The making of any federal law which 
shall in the slightest degree impair the 
policy of the absolute separation of 
church and state, or tend in any way to 
build up ecclesiastical authority or dom- 
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What Some Others Say About Sunday Legislation 


C. E, HOLMES 









ination, would be a distinct step back- 
ward in the evolution of human progress 
and liberty, and bring far-reaching dis- 
aster to our government and to the peo- 
ple of this country. 

“The founders of the republic fully 
realized the evils springing from legisla- 
tion pertaining to religious beliefs of any 
kind, and in the strongest way possible 
provided against the possibility of the 
enactment of such legislation at any time. 
Not content with limiting the jurisdiction 
of federal authority to the specific grants 
of power therein set forth, they further 
provided (so as to shut out all pos- 
sibility of such legislation) the First 
Amendment... . 

“ Any proposition to pass Sunday leg- 
islation in the District of Columbia is a 
direct violation of the positive prohibi- 
tions of the Constitution, against the 
spirit of our institutions, and against the 
policy heretofore maintained by the fed- 
eral government. It is true that certain 
impairments of the doctrine of the entire 
separation of church and state have from 
time to time been made, such as the ap- 
pointment of chaplains to conduct relig- 
ious exercises in Congress and in our 
army and navy, and in the putting forth 
of proclamations by the chief executive 
of the nation providing for days of 
thanksgiving or of fasting, etc. It is 
well known that these things were 
strongly objected to by Jefferson and 
some of the other executives and states- 
men in the early days of the republic. 
They are innovations which have crept 
in by sufferance rather than by the ex- 
pressed wish or positive act of the great 
masses of the people, and their tolerance 
provides stepping-stones on which can 
stand those who clamor for still greater 
and more pronounced recognition by the 
federal government of religious doc- 
trines and ordinances, such as the de- 
mand that the word God be put into 
the federal Constitution, and that Sunday 
(Concluded on page 134) 
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EDITORIAL 





Sout liberty cannot be bound by 
chains of iron nor confined in bondage in 
a gloomy prison cell. The individual 
who asserts his freedom in Christ is 
“ free indeed.” 

we Me 

Reticious legislation is born of the 
spirit of intolerance, nurtured in the 
cradle of persecution, and nearly every 
page of its history is stained with the 
blood of martyrs. 

we Mw 


LriBERTY of conscience is the inalien- 
able right of each individual, and he is 
entitled to the protection of the state in 
the free exercise of his natural right so 
long as he does not interfere with the 
equal rights of his fellow men. 

vw Me 


THE church has a definite commission 
to do a definite work by a definite means. 
Christ promised to clothe her with power 
from above, not with power from below. 
Her work is to save men, not to reform 
the state or do the work which belongs 


to the state. 
we Oe 


Cuarity and intolerance cannot dwell 
in the same heart. Neither can truth 
and prejudice find access to the same 
mind. Ignorance and prejudice are twin 
sisters. “A strong decoction of igno- 
rance mixed with a boiling solution of 
prejudice, will make a coating for the 
human brain which will absolutely shut 


out all light.” 
wm Me 


THE meanest and the noblest senti- 
ments which are asleep in the human na- 
ture are awakened respectively at the 
response of your own, and greet you in 
the same manner as your own greet 
them. Therefore, let only the loftiest 
ideals control you, so that you may call 


forth only the best that is in your neigh- 
bor in response to the highest good will 
which dwells in your own bosom as you 
salute both friend and foe. 
Ww MM 

TuHE claims of special privilege can- 
not be justly sustained in a free repub- 
lican form of goverriment. It is incom- 
patible with equality of liberty for men 
to hide behind the shield of special priv- 
ilege, and no one’s liberty is secured 


‘ until this shield is beaten down, and all 


men put on an equal footing before the 
law in their enjoyment of emoluments 
and in their contentions with the enemy. 
The principles of religious liberty, so sa- 
cred to all, are subverted and nullified 
by this special legislation for a certain 
number of religionists who desire the 
state to enforce a pet religious institution 
by civil law and to penalize any of its 
citizens who dare to dissent in their 
opinions and habits concerning the man- 
ner and time of observing or not observ- 
ing the Sabbath. The state cannot dis- 
criminate between religious opinions and 
settle religious controversies by judicial 
decisions or legislative acts without com- 
mitting itself to religious legislation, 
which is expressly forbidden in the First 
Amendment of the national Constitution. 


mw MO 

MEN may shake their hoary heads and 
blow their word-trumpets over the prop- 
osition of completely divorcing religion 
from civil enactments, but the time is 
coming when this question must be set- 
tled right and definitely, or the battle for 
individual rights and minority liberty 
will be lost, irrevocably lost. No ques- 
tion is ever settled until it is settled right. 
No man’s liberty is secure unless the lib- 
erty of each and all is made secure. 
Some people will “save their skin at the 
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cost of their conscience.” But the per- 
son who is willing to have the truth mar- 
tyred instead of himself should never 
be numbered among the truly great and 
worthy of earth. On the other hand, the 
state should never make laws that will 
require a man to lay down his life in 
order to be true to his God, to truth, and 
to his conscience. If the state legislates 
on religious questions over which there 
is much dissension, she cannot expect 
that those who have the mettle of mar- 
tyrs and whose hearts beat true to un- 
seared consciences, will obey religious 
statutes contrary to their convictions. 
If refusing to obey a religious law en- 
acted by the state is anarchy and treason, 
then Christ and his apostles were guilty 
of treason. They could have saved their 
lives by yielding to an unjust religious 
law, but they refused to obey the re- 
quirements of the rulers in this respect, 
and forfeited their lives. There is no 
more effective way to bring the world to 
its senses and to have cruel and unjust 
laws struck from the statute-books than 
to baptize the truth in the blood of 


martyrs. 
we Mw 


“Sunpay laws penalize legitimate 
labor and avocations, and place frugality 
and industry in the catalogue of crime. 
If industry is criminal on Sunday, it 
must be the same on the other six days of 
the week. If it is a crime to do unnec- 
essary work on Sunday, why is it not 
crime on Monday ? : 

“You may answer, ‘It is a crime on 
Sunday and not on Monday because the 
civil law declares it to be so.’ But law 
in the abstract does not make a deed a 
crime, for there are laws that are right 
and laws that are wrong. Some are just 
and others are unjust. Therefore law it- 
self does not settle the right or the wrong 
of things, since we are forced to admit 
that many wrong laws have been enacted. 


“A just and right law is based upon 
reason and science, just as much as the 
laws of nature are in harmony with 
reason and true science. A just law does 
not rest upon an arbitrary decision, but 
must give a reason for its existence. Our 
judiciary often fall into the gross error of 
basing their decisions of justice upon 
precedents in law, without considering 
whether the act itself is or is not in har- 
mony with the immutable law of right 
and nature. All our judicial decisions, 
and all our statutes, should be founded 
upon justice and natural rights, and there 
is just as much science and reason in right 
laws as there is in the laws of true sci- 
ence and mathematics.” 

ww Mw 


THE governor of Rhode Island, ac- 
cording to the Pawtucket Evening Times 
of May 5, 1913, vetoed a Sunday bill 
that was passed by the legislature. This 
bill permitted “the sale of ice-cream, 
soda-water, cigars, and other articles of 
this class on Sundays.” The Evening 
Times says: — 

“The governor’s veto of the Sunday- 
selling act was hailed as a victory by the 
Ministers’ Union in session in the Mat- 
thewson Street Church when the an- 
nouncement of the veto was made... . 
Those who opposed the Dill in the 


- 
house,” we are told, assumed “ the at- - 


titude of the ministers who opposed the 
measure. On learning of the veto today, 
the Ministers’ Union accorded the gov- 
ernor a rising vote of thanks.” 

This sounds very much like a union of 
church and state in Rhode Island. Yet 
these same churchmen have the audacity 
to tell us that it is purely civil legislation, 
and the church has nothing to do with it. 
Why did not the Ministers’ Union send 
a “vote of thanks” to the governor for 
passing or vetoing all other purely civil 
laws? Why discriminate as a religious 
organization? 














The Return to. Medieval Times 


As you look at the display of the Sun- 
day bills which were introduced into our 
State legislatures and into Congress so 
far this year, you cannot help being im- 
pressed, if you are at all acquainted with 
the history of the past, that the relig- 
ious societies, which have been the au- 
thors and promoters of all these relig- 
ious bills, are actually returning to the 
days of medievalism, when the church 
and state were united and each supported 
the other. It presents, indeed, a lamen- 
table picture. _ More than seventy-five 
Sunday bills have been introduced since 
the first of this year at the instigation of 
religious organizations, but we are glad 
to report that in nearly every case the 
Religious Liberty Association succeeded 
in defeating these religious bills. 

Christ did not approve of the way the 
Pharisees tried to improve the law of 
God by their traditions and customs 
which they attached to the divine stat- 
utes. In many cases he showed the 
Pharisees that they had actually made 
the commandments of God null and void 
by their many traditions. In Christ’s 
time, we are told, the Pharisees had 
added over two hundred fifty extra stat- 
utes to the one commandment which God 
had given concerning the keeping of the 
Sabbath day. They had made this com- 
mandment very burdensome to the peo- 
ple by adding many requirements to it 
which God had not enjoined. Christ 
called them “ blind guides, which strain 
at a gnat, and swallow a camel.” “Then 
spake Jesus to the multitude, and to his 
disciples, saying, The scribes and the 
Pharisees sit in Moses’ seat... . But 
do not ye after their works: for they 
say, and do not. For they bind heavy 
burdens and grievous to be borne, and 
lay them on men’s shoulders; but they 
themselves will-not move them with one 
of their fingers.” 


During the days of medievalism the 
Sunday laws had hundreds of restric- 
tions added to them, until people were 
oppressed beyond endurance. During 
the Puritan days of New England the 
strictly religious element in authority 
multiplied the “ Sunday blue-laws ” until 
some of the colonies had over two hun- 
dred Sunday-law restrictions at one time 
on the statute-books. Our forefathers 
had enough of the bitter fruit of this 
kind of religious legislation; and when 
they founded the new republic, they re- 
solved to banish such legislation forever, 
and put a prohibitive amendment into the 
national Constitution so that Congress 
could never commit itself to religious 
legislation of any sort. 

But there has been a decided falling 
away from fundamental principles of 
late, a turning back to the old order of 
things. Pharisaism and medievalism are 
being resuscitated in many church and 
religious organizations, and the result 
has led to the most glaring attempts “ of 
mixing church and state affairs.” The 
fact that nearly one hundred Sunday 
bills, which are strongly religious and 
can have no justification for their exist- 
ence but in religion, have been introduced 
into legislatures by religious societies 
and associations of clergymen should 
be sufficient to arouse the spirit of true 
Americanism from center to circumfer- 
ence. 

We are glad that most of these at- 
tempts at church and state union have 
been defeated this year. We wish to 
thank the members and friends of the 
Religious Liberty Association for their 
kindly cooperation in making these de- 
feats possible by their timely petitions, 
letters, and protests. The Johnston 
Sunday Bill for the District of Colum- 
bia, which is now in the hands of the 
Senate Committee of the District, is 
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before Congress, and consequently is a 
national issue. If it should pass, it would 
practically commit Congress to religious 
legislation; therefore every lover of lib- 
erty should protest vigorously against 
its passage. We are giving you an op- 
portunity to do so by filling out the pe- 
ition blank on page 141, then sending it 
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to one of your senators in Congress. 
If possible, get the signatures of others 
who are opposed to religious legislation. 
Americans cannot afford to drift back to 
the dark ages, and they should raise a 
protest against the introduction of phari- 
saism and Puritanism, which are so 
deadly to personal liberty and spirituality. 


uw. OM 


Intolerance 


WE have repeatedly stated that all re- 
ligious legislation is born of the spirit 
of intolerance, and now here comes an- 
other proof: According to the Chicago 
Israelite of April 12, 1913, “a bill to 
permit persons who conscientiously ob- 
serve any other day than Sunday to pur- 
* sue secular business on that day, was de- 
feated in the New York Assembly by a 
vote of thirty-five to eighty-nine.” 

The spirit of intolerance is so evident 
in this action that it really needs no 
proof. It clearly shows the animus that 
is back of all Sunday legislation. It is 
not to benefit mankind that Sunday legis- 
lation is demanded, but to crush the dis- 
senter and non-conformist and to compel 
the Sabbatarian to pay a penalty for his 
views if he chooses to differ from the 
legalized religious opinions. Sabbata- 
rians are penalized and persecuted un- 
der Sunday laws, not because they: are 
criminals or have interfered with some 
one’s rights, but because they refuse to 
give reverence to a humanly ordained 
religious institution. All the persecu- 
tions of the past were waged against 
men and women who refused to give 
reverence to men, decrees, and religious 
dogmas with which they differed in 
opinion. But why should people be pun- 
ished for holding different religious 
opinions, if the golden rule is still in 
force? 

We must emphatically deny the right 
of the state to legislate upon this sub- 
ject with an exemption clause for dis- 


in America 


senters, as well as without one for them. 
All Sunday legislation is wrong in prin- 
ciple and outside of the domain of the 
state, because it is religious legislation. 
God never made the state a trustee of 
religion to grant special privileges to 
some and to withhold them from others. 
Whenever the state commits itself to re- 
ligious acts, it is bound to become intol- 
erant, as is apparent in this act of the 
New York Assembly. 

We do not even ask for religious tol- 
eration in America, but we legitimately 
go a step farther and demand religious 
liberty for all, so all may stand on the 
same equality before the law. Tolera- 
tion implies an established religion. Lord 
Stanhope, in the British House of Lords, 
in 1827 spoke tersely to this same point, 
as follows: — 

The time was when toleration was 
craved by dissenters as a boon; it is now 


demanded as a right; and the time will 
come when it will be spurned as an insult. 


Dr. Philip Schaff, in his book “ Church 
and State in the United States,” page 14, 
clearly lays down this same principle. 
He says: — 


Toleration is an important step from 
state-churchism to free-churchism. But 
it is only a step. There is a very great 
difference between toleration and liberty. 
Toleration is a concession which may be 
withdrawn; it implies a preference for 
the ruling form of faith and worship, 
and a practical disapproval of all other 
forms. . .. In our country we ask no 


toleration for réligion and its free exer- 
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cise, but we claim it as an inalienable 
right. 

In the United States Senate Report of 
1829, when the Senate Committee re- 
ported adversely on all kinds of Sunday 
legislation so far as Congress was con- 
cerned, we read: — 

What other nations call religious tol- 
eration, we call religious rights. They 
are not exercised in virtue of govern- 


mental indulgence, but as rights, of 
which government cannot deprive any 
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Rome commifted herself to this kind 
of legislation and pursued it to its bloody 
ultimatum. Is the New York Assembly 
going to follow suit? The National Re- 
form Association, which is about to hold 
a world’s conference in Portland, Ore- 
gon, has fully committed itself to a 
course of religious intolerance. In a 
work entitled ‘ Sabbath Laws in the 
United States,” published by the afore- 
said association, Dr. R. C. Wylie attacks 
every Sunday law in every State which 








NEW YORK STATE CAPITOL, ALBANY 


More than twenty Sunday bills were introduced in this legislature this year. 


A bill designed 


to exempt observers of another day from prosecution for Sunday labor was recently defeated 


in the assembly. 


portion of citizens, however small. Des- 
potic power may invade those rights, 
but justice still confirms them. Let the 
national legislature once perform an act 
which involves the decision of a relig- 
ious controversy, and it will have passed 


its legitimate bounds. The precedent 
will then be established, and the founda- 
tion laid, for that usurpation of the di- 
vine prerogative in this country which 
has been the desolating scourge to the 
fairest portions of the Old World... . 
If the principle is once established that 
religion, or religious observances, shall 
be interwoven with our legislative acts, 
we must pursue it to its ultimatum, 


exempts from its penalties those who 
keep the Seventh day of the week as the 
Sabbath. He says that in every place 
where full liberty is granted to the 
Sabbatarian who observes another day 
than Sunday, “the exception . . . in 
favor of those who observe Satur- 
day goes too far in allowing them to 
do business as well‘ as to labor on the 
Lord’s day.” He characterizes the Sun- 
day laws which grant these exceptions 
as “weak,” as “open to criticism,” as 
“unsatisfactory,” as “dangerous to the 
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peace of the day,” as “ going too far,” as 
“defective in permitting those who ob- 
serve the seventh day of the week as the 
Sabbath to engage in both business and 
labor,” as “quite disappointing ;” and 
consequently, in speaking of the 
“ State,” which “at one time had one of 
the best of Sabbath [Sunday] laws,” 
because of no exemptions, but because it 
grants exemption to Sabbatarians, he 
says, it “now has one of the worst.” 
Those States which have Sunday laws 
granting no liberty whatever to Sabbata- 
rians, he says, “are deserving of high 
praise,” as having “an admirable law,” 
one “ of superior excellence.” 

It is quite evident that this organiza- 
tion (if Dr. Wylie represents the spirit 
of the National Reform Association) 


does not even tolerate “toleration” for 
those who differ with it upon the Sab- 
bath question.. We leave this whole mat- 
ter with the reader as to whether such a 
spirit of intolerance is in harmony with 
the true American idea of civil and re- 
ligious liberty for all its citizens as set 
forth by the founders of our republic 
in the Declaration of Rights and the na- 
tional Constitution. Who is standing in 
defense of the rights of the individual in 
matters of religion, and upholding the 
liberties of the American people? and 
who is trying to subvert them? Judge 
between us, and reach your own verdict. 
We feel justified in raising a voice of 
protest whenever and wherever our in- 
alienable rights are trampled in the dust 
and purposely ignored. 


wm MO 


Struggles for Great Principles 


Far back in the days of Moses, when 
a people had been delivered from invol- 
untary servitude, we find the first re- 
corded use of the word liberty. It oc- 
curs in this expression: “ Proclaim lib- 
erty throughout the land unto all the in- 
habitants thereof.” 

It is not merely a coincidence that 
these identical words should have been 
cast on the bell that was to ring out to 
the American people their proclamation 
of liberty from the rule of a country be- 
yond the sea. While that bell had been 
tolling from its tower, * circumstances 
had been educating a people in the love of 
liberty. With eyes opened by a divine 
hand, they had been enabled to see the 
‘violation of principles of truth and jus- 
tice. Because they had been taxed. with- 
out representation, because they had been 
looked upon as subjects rather than 
as equals, they made this declaration to 
the world: “ We hold these truths to be 
self-evident, that all men are created 
equal,” etc. It was a principle new to 


the nations, but in itself as old as crea- 
tion. It simply meant that the circum- 
stances of birth could not justly give to 
any man a preeminence in rights over 
another. It was a bold statement to 
make; but it was true, and they made it. 
It was a broad foundation on which to 
build; but it was a solid one, and they 
built upon it. They built wiser than their 
day, and they built wiser, it seems, than 
the majority of their posterity in this 
day are able to appreciate. - Without that 
foundation, the structure they reared 
could not have stood a hundred years; 
and a repudiation of that foundation 
will see that structure ruined in much 
less than a hundred years from the date 
of the repudiation. 

Because they had been deprived of 
many natural rights, they declared that 
all men “are endowed by their Creator 
with certain unalienable rights; that 
among these are life, liberty, and the 
pursuit of happiness.” Because they had 
been ruled by one who claimed the in- 
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herited right to rule without any regard 
to the desires of those he ruled, and 
had suffered under that rule, they pledged 
their lives, their fortunes, and their' sa- 
cred honor to the outspoken principle 
that “ governments derive their just pow- 
ers from the consent of the governed ;” 
and because those principles were not 
recognized nor those rights allowed, they 
declared that “these united colonies are 
and of right ought to be free and inde- 
pendent States.” From these plain dec- 
larations of principle, and the firm stand 
which they took upon them, there grew 
up what was then an anomaly among the 
nations, an anomaly which persisted by 
virtue of the principles upon which the 
nation was founded. 

Now, in these later days the remem- 
brance of those principles is fading away, 
even as fades the ink with which they 
were written. The outlines of those 
words which meant so much to the de- 
scendants of the American colonies are 
dimming to obscurity today, and he 
must look with keen eye who would see 
those principles in the deeds and words 
of many of those who are influencing 
public sentiment today. 

When the nation was still young, there 
were incorporated into its fundamental 
law specific declarations of principles to 
safeguard the liberty of the soul as well 
as of the body. These were as hard a 
blow at the established church as the 
declaration of civil independence was 
against the former established govern- 
ment in the country. But they had been 
whipped and burned and banished when 
religion had been established by state 
law, and they would protect themselves 
and their posterity by disestablishing that 
which had made such things possible. 

Naturally the established church was 
strongly opposed to the cutting off of its 
financial state aid, its exceptional pre- 
rogatives, and its advantages over other 
sects. So the battle for religious free- 
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dom followed hard after the battles for 
civil freedom, and the victories gained 
were as much more important than the 
military victories as the freedom of the 
soul is more important than the name of 
the country to which the person owes 
allegiance. Efforts were made to re- 
commit the country to the principles of 
a ‘union of church and state, but they 
failed as they deserved to do, and there 
went into the constitution of every one 
of the original thirteen States the prin- 
ciples, if not the exact words, of the fol- 
lowing declaration: “ No man shall be 
compelled to frequent or support any re- 
ligious worship, place, or ministry what- 
soever, nor shall suffer on account of 
his religious opinions or belief; opinion 
in matters of religion shall in no wise 
diminish, enlarge, or affect civil capaci- 
ties. The rights hereby asserted are of 
the natural rights of man.” Most of the 
other States since added to the Union, 
have also incorporated these principles 
into their constitutions. The nation it- 
self was not permitted to remain silent 
on so great and vital a principle. It 
prohibited in emphatic terms the making 
of religion a test of qualification for pub- 
lic office, and forbade even Congress 
itself to invade the citadel of the soul by 
enacting religious legislation. 

Therefore, with the Declaration of In- 
dependence speaking as it does, with the 
Constitution of the nation speaking as it 
does, with the constitutions of forty or 
more of the States speaking as they do, 
and with the history before us of the 
memorable struggle that was waged by 
the founders of the nation for religious 
liberty, it would certainly seem that the 
people of these United States had spoken 
plainly enough, and that the lesson had 
been learned well enough, so that never 
again in this land would religious perse- 
cution raise its head to hurt or punish 
any for worshiping God according to the 
dictates of their consciences, 
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But in spite of it all, the principle of 
church and state union, whose logical 
sequence is and always has been relig- 
ious persecution, has been retained, up- 
held, and promoted in nearly all the 
States — so far have their legislators lost 
sight of the principle upon which their 
own religious freedom rests. 

As the battle for civil freedom and the 
battle for religious freedom were carried 
on at practically the same time and by the 
same people, so the forgetting of those 
political principles and the forgetting of 
those principles of soul freedom are go- 
ing on at the same time and with the 
same people. As the fathers of the na- 
tion declared it “ impossible for the mag- 
istrate to adjudge the right of prefer- 
ence among the various sects that pro- 
fess the Christian faith without erecting 
a claim to infallibility, which would lead 
us back to the Church of Rome,” and as 
the magistrate is now permitted to do 
that very thing in every prosecution of 
a Christian for the violation of a Sunday 
law, it is evident that that claim has 
been to all intents and purposes erected, 
and that the nation is now being led just 
where they said it would be. 

If it was “proper” in those distant 
days “to take alarm at the first experi- 
ment upon our liberties,” it must be emi- 
nently “proper to take alarm” at the 
multitudinous experiments that are made 
today along that line. It certainly is 
very proper so to do when men in these 
days have been repeatedly condemned to 
prison and to the payment of burden- 
some fines for worshiping God according 
to the dictates of their consciences. Out 
of the persecutions suffered by the Bap- 
tists and Quakers and others because of 
their mode of worship grew the guar- 
anties of liberty in religious things that 
were incorporated into our national and 
State constitutions. But now we have 
persecutions as they had them, and 
that, too, in spite of the supposed guar- 
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anties of religious freedom. America, 
which should have stood as a light and 
pattern to the world, which fought the 
battles of mankind and won; America, 
the asylum for the oppressed, is forget- 
ting the most vital principle for which 
she stood,—the freedom of the con- 
sciences of men. The great hand of an 
oppressive church is now grasping the 
seats of government in State and nation, 
even as the founders of this nation 
warned us that it would do when the 
people departed from the principles of 
religious liberty. 

The plans laid by the National Reform 
Association, by the Lord’s Day Alliance, 
by the Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ in America, by the American 
Federation of Catholic Societies, and, in 
a word, by the great Catholic Church as 
a body, contemplate the accomplishment 
of a work that is the very antithesis of 
what the founders of the country did. 
Let those plans be carried out, and the 
nation has started back toward the bitter 
experiences of colonial days and of the 
middle ages. It is unthinkable and un- 
explainable; but thus has the prophet 
outlined it, and thus do we see it fulfil- 
ling before our eyes today. C. M.S. 

Ww ME Oe 

One clause of the National Reform 
constitution declares that “the Lord 
Jesus Christ is the ruler of nations.” If 
this be true, then who is “the prince of 
this world”? It would, in that case, 
seem to be the Lord Jesus Christ. But 
he says: “The prince of this world 
cometh, and hath nothing in me.” John 
14:30. Again: “The prince of this 
world hath been judged.” John 16:11. 
And again: “ Now shall the prince of this 
world be cast out.” John 12:31. Satan 
is the prince of this world. He will be 
“cast out” when the great day of God 
shall come. Christ will then be the 
“ruler of this world;” but now “ My 
kingdom is not of this world.” 

















WE were especially pleased after re- 
ceiving the published “ Statement of the 
Members of the Board of Trustees of 
the Carnegie Endowment for Interna- 
tional Peace,” issued March 15, 1913, to 
note that the great International Peace 
Movement is committed to the defense 


International Peace Movement 





mote the adoption of those principles the 
world over. This is a great material as 
well as a great moral interest. In com- 
parison with this large interest, the in- 
terest of the United States in its coast- 
wise vessels sinks into insignificance. 


We are glad, indeed, to have this great 
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of the civil and religious liberty princi- 
ples of the American Republic. We are 
in full accord with the sentiment as ex- 
pressed in the last paragraph of the 
“ Statement,” which reads: — 

The greatest interest of the United 
States as a free nation is to represent 
worthily before the world the principles 
of civil and religious liberty and the pub- 
lic efficiency and well-being which those 
principles develop, and thereby to pro- 


organization justify the existence of the 
magazine LIBERTY, which is almost en- 
tirely devoted to the promulgation and 
defense of these grand principles which 
are of such paramount interest to the 
welfare of all peoples and all nations. 
The fact that these great principles are 
woefully assailed today, justifies us all 
the more in raising a warning voice 
against the encroachments that are made 
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upon our inalienable civil and religious 
rights. The only real basis of perma- 
nent peace is the full and equal enjoy- 
ment of these blessed privileges granted 
to all peoples, races, religions, and na- 
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tions, without partiality. The noted 
statesman Charles Sumner uttered an 
immortal and heaven-born truth when he 
said: “ Equality of rights is the first of 
rights.” 


we 


Lutherans Oppose Federation 


In this time of departure from the old 
standards on the part of most Protestant 
denominations in the reform movements 
of social service, it is refreshing to hear 
a strong voice of protest occasionally. 
The conference of the Missouri synod of 
Lutheran pastors and theological teach- 
ers, representing a membership of two 
million, expressed the Lutheran Church’s 
disapproval of joining the Church Fed- 
eration of St. Louis for Good Citizenship, 
in a set of courteous resolutions. 

The synod regrets that it cannot in- 
dorse the purposes of the federation, and 
claims that a church combine is “to our 


minds utterly intolerable,” as — 


it involves the sacrifice of the principle 
of the complete separation of church and 
state, a principle so vital to our civil and 
religious welfare. Civic improvement at 
this price is too costly, a price that de- 
natures the church and so destroys the 
very safeguards from which the best im- 
pulses of citizenship must ever go forth. 
By a mixture of the church as church 
with the state as state, both must suffer, 
and neither can be improved. These 
estates have different lights of guidance. 
The church is guided by the light of reve- 
lation; the state is guided by the light 
of human reason, good common sense. 
Keep these estates separate, and the state 
will not harm the church, and the church 
incidentally will benefit the state. Mix 
them, and we harm both. We must, as 
a church, adhere the more to our calling 
as followers of the Lamb of God for sin- 
ners slain, determining as ministers not 
to know anything among men save Jesus 
Christ, and him crucified. 

Good citizenship dares not mix church 
and state. Fusion in this matter is simply 
confusion, and the good that such fu- 


sion seems to offer is merely delusion. 
Lutheran citizens stand for loyal and 
patriotic devotion to the state, and there- 
fore must resist every effort which, 
though intending good, nevertheless is 
fraught with grave dangers. Good cit- 
izenship is possible in reality when the 
church painfully guards against all med- 
dling as a church in civil affairs, The in- 
fluence of the church upon the state is 
properly exerted only _ incidentally 
through her members individually, and 
then only when these members intelli- 
gently distinguish between what is relig- 
ious and what is civil. 

This federation proposes a union of 
religious forces, that is, church societies, 
with the express intention of using them 
politically “to promote honest and effi- 
cient conduct of the city government.” It 
would, moreover, convert church socie- 
ties into “centers of municipal vigilance 
and safety,” in the districts in which they 
are located. This is nothing less than the 
mixture of church and state, the mixing 
of church organizations as such in the 
civil affairs of the community, and a 
perversion of these organizations from 
their original and proper nature as parts 
of religious congregations, spiritual 
households, into ordinary political clubs. 

We trust that the delegates to the 
World’s Christian Citizenship Confer- 
ence will ponder well these weighty argu- 
ments before they take further steps to 
do the business of the state through the 
organizations of the church, thus effec- 
tually uniting the church and the state in 
this country. As these church organiza- 
tions are combining their forces to erad- 
icate social evils by political means, they 
do well to stop long enough to consider 
another report which was submitted by 


a Senate Committee to Congress con- 
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cerning the demands of religious organi- 
zations for Sunday legislation : — 


Extensive religious combinations to 
effect a political object are, in the opinion 
of the committee, always dangerous. 
. . . All religious despotism commences 
by combination and influence ; and when 
that influence begins to operate upon the 
political institutions of the country, the 
civil power soon bends under it; and the 
catastrophe of other nations furnishes an 


awful warning of the consequence. .. . 
The proper object of government is to 
protect all persons in the enjoyment of 
their religious as well as civil rights, and 
not to determine for any whether they 
shall esteem one day above another, or 
esteem all days alike holy. 


The danger against which this docu- 
ment warns the American people is 
greater now than when the warning was 
uttered. 


we we 


Shall the Church Be a Foster-Mother to the State P 


In an editorial of the Presbyterian of 
the South of April 30, 1913, we learn that 
“several of the presbyteries have over- 
tured the General Assembly to withdraw 
from the Federal Council of the Churches 
of Christ, of which Dr. Shailer Mathews 
is president.” The Presbyterian claims 
that the late Federal Council in “ the 
adoption of the social platform” has in- 
vaded the domain of the state, and aban- 
doned the distinctive trust committed to 
the churches — their true spiritual mis- 
sion in the world. The Presbyterian then 
asks this important question as to the 
mission of the church: — 


Is it her business, by legal enactments 
and official representatives, to control the 
formulation and enforcement of civil law, 
or to regulate commerce and industrial 
enterprises, to promote labor-unions and 
schemes of arbitration in disputes be- 
tween labor and capital? We may profit- 
ably examine the social platform for a 
moment, and inquire whether or not there 
is one specification contained in it that 
might not be adopted by a purely pagan 
political party on the eve of a campaign. 
A correspondent informs us that the plat- 
form was characterized by a prominent 
writer on socialism in a public meeting 
in Chicago as “a declaration which 
sounded like the platform of a political 
party which had recently been active in 
a progressive campaign.” 


The Presbyterian then publishes six- 
teen planks of the social platform of the 


Federal Council of the Churches of 
Christ, which are distinctive duties rela- 
ting solely to the functions of the state, 
and continues its pertinent comments on 
these new articles of faith as follows: — 


It may be noted that not one of the 
above specifications but is distinctly a sub- 
ject for state legislation. Moreover, 
there is clearly implied, if not expressed, 
an appeal to the state to enact the legis- 
lation that is indicated and called for. 
We frankly ask, Is this a part of the com- 
mission of the church in the command 
that she shall go into all the world and 
preach the gospel? We fear that a large 
part of the church has become apathetic 
toward the spiritual kingdom, and has be- 
come correspondingly engrossed with 
temporal interests. Especially are there 
indications that many have ceased to be- 
lieve that social, moral, and civil welfare 
can be secured and permanently sustained 
by spiritual forces alone, and that the 
weapons of our warfare are not carnal, 
but mighty through God to the pulling 
down of strongholds. 


We are glad to note that there are 
others who see the dangers of great ec- 
clesiastical combinations for political pur- 
poses. It is not the business of the 
church as a church to see that industries 
are properly fostered, that a minimum 
and a maximum wage is determined for 
the laborer, that the hours of labor are re- 
duced to the lowest practicable point, 
that adequate means are provided to settle 
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industrial disputes, that the worker is 
protected from dangerous machinery, 
and that the hookworm is destroyed. 
The church as a church has a far more 
important commission delivered to her 
than to burden herself with these self- 
imposed responsibilities to act as a foster- 
mother over the state, urging her con- 
stantly to look after this trivial affair 
and a thousand and one other merely 
temporal interests which are solely duties 
of the state. Christ clearly repudiated 
the idea so prevalent today that his mis- 
sion was to settle and adjust all social 
problems, when a certain man came to 





ANOTHER way of stating the golden 
rule is: “ What you do not want done to 
yourself, do not do to others.” A per- 
son who believes in the golden rule and 
understands its significance, logically 
can never become a consistent Sunday- 
law, or, in fact, any other kind of relig- 
ious-law, advocate to force his dissenting 
neighbor into submission by the power 
of the state. He would never want his 
dissenting brother treated any differently 
than he would be willing to have that 
brother treat him. Where is a strong 
Sunday-law advocate who wants every 
one to be compelled by the state to ob- 
serve Sunday whether he is of that opin- 
ion or not and who, on the other hand, is 
also willing to petition the state to compel 
himself to keep the seventh day or any 
other day he has no faith in, the same as 
he compels his brother to rest on Sun- 
day, a day in which he has no faith? 
How many compulsory-Sunday-law ad- 
vocates would hurrah for a universal 
compulsory Saturday law if it were sup- 
ported by Sabbatarians? It is a good 
thing for one who is advocating oppress- 
ive laws to put himself in the place of 
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The Golden Rule Ignored 


him and insisted: “ Master, speak to my 
brother, that he divide the inheritance 
with me. And he said unto him, Man, 
who made me a judge or a divider over 
you?” And to Pilate he said, “‘ My king- 
dom is not of this world.” 

As citizens of the state, it is our privi- 
lege and duty to take an interest in all 
temporal matters pertaining to the wel- 
fare of mankind and the proper functions 
of the state; but as churches we must be 
true to the great commission, and not 
mix spiritual and eternal with carnal and 
temporal interests. The line of demarca- 
tion has been divinely placed. 





the party he is persecuting and punish- 
ing. We know better how a pinching 
shoe feels if we put it on our own foot. 
What would the compulsory Sunday- 
law advocates think of the proposition to 
have the religious societies that believe 
the seventh day to be the true Sabbath, 
petition Congress and the State legis- 
latures to enact a compulsory law requir- 
ing those who keep the first day or no 
day to keep the seventh day or be penal- 
ized and legally condemned for refusing 
to obey such a law? Would there not be 
a storm of protests raised over such an 
issue, and justly so? 

The spirit of the golden rule as given 
by Christ is a strong protest from the 
Saviour against all compulsory religious 
enactments. Consequently, compulsory 
Sunday laws are contrary to the golden 
rule, and every Christian who wants his 
neighbor, without conviction or contrary 
to conviction of faith, forced to keep 
Sunday because he himself keeps Sunday, 
ignores the golden rule. It is certain that 
the zealous Sunday advocate does not 
want to be forced to keep Saturday also, 
or he would not be so zealous for Sunday. 






















The Survey 
In Turkey 

THE war in the dominions of the 
sultan, in addition to bringing great hard- 
ship upon the people, has naturally 
stirred up afresh the animosity existing 
between the Moslems and the adherents 
of the Greek Catholic Church. All are 
experiencing the hardships incident to a 
state of war; and while the different na- 
tionalities are helping their own people 
as far as able where dire need exists, 
yet when it is discovered that any one has 
left the established church, especially if 
he has begun to keep the seventh-day 
Sabbath, they refuse him any further 
help. Thus is creed placed above charity ; 
and there is no condition in the world so 
conducive to that unchristian course as a 
union of religion and the state; and this 
is true no matter what the name of the 
church may be, or what the nation is. 

In the United States 

Since the last issue, the Sixty-second 
Congress has become a matter of history, 
and that, too, without the passage of a 
Sunday law for the District of Columbia. 
The Johnston bill in the Senate and the 
Heflin and Howard bills in the House 
died with the close of that Congress. 
This fact is of special interest when it is 
remembered what earnest efforts were 
put forth by influential organizations to 
cause Congress to pass such legislation. 
The Lord’s Day Alliance was especially 
active in this matter, and even framed a 
bill which it hoped to substitute for the 
Johnston bill. There has been an earnest 
effort put forth by a certain element in 
Oregon to have a very drastic Sunday 
law passed by the legislature of that State. 
A committee of ministers was appointed 
to draft and present such a measure. 
When it was introduced, a committee of 
clergymen was appointed to lobby for it. 
But the bill was reported adversely and 
killed. The bill, if enacted into law, 


would have established a state inquisition 


of the Field 


of the most drastic kind. Attempts have 
been made also to pass Sunday bills in the 
legislature of Oklahoma. There seems to 
be a strong element in that State for re- 
ligious legislation. Strong protests and 
memorials have been presented to the leg- 
islature by the friends of the American 
principle of government, and it is hoped 
that as a result of the influence of these 
protests such legislation may not be en- 
acted. Two bills making it unlawful to 
perform common labor on Sunday have 
been introduced in the legislature of New 
Hampshire; but as a result of the hear- 
ings that have been participated in by 
friends of religious liberty before the leg- 
islative committee, the bills have been de- 
feated. The Sunday law against barber- 
ing in the District of Columbia, which had 
been in force since 1869, has been de- 
clared obsolete. A petition was recently 
presented before the District Commis- 
sioners by certain barbers for a law 
against Sunday barbering. A _ hearing 
was granted, but no action taken. A bill 
which proposed to make the present Sun- 
day-closing law of Utah still more drastic 
met an overwhelming defeat in the legis- 
lature of that State on February 18. The 
legislature of Connecticut has had a share 
in the consideration of Sunday bills dur- 
ing the past quarter, and its members 
have listened to the arguments of the 
friends and opponents of religious legis- 
lation. The Codes Committee of the New 
York Legislature granted a hearing on 
February 19 on two bills for the enforce- 
ment of Sunday observance. A move- 
ment is now on foot to bring about an 
interdenominational world-wide Christian 
church made up of representatives from 
the Roman Catholic, Greek Catholic, and 
Protestant churches. This is another 
move toward the unification of all Chris- 
tendom under one spiritual head, who 
will, beyond doubt, be the prisoner of the 
Vatican. Five days after the opening of 
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the Sixty-third Congress of the United 
States, Senator Johnston, of Alabama, 
whose former Sunday bill died with the 
close of the previous Congress, introduced 
another Sunday bill for the District of 
Columbia. The present proposed law is 
the bill prepared by the Lord’s Day Al- 


liance of the United States. It will be 
difficult to disguise the religious charac- 
ter of this measure in view of the fact 
that it is put forth by a body of religious 
men for the purpose of compelling the 
observance of a religious institution. 

Cc. M. S. 
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What Some Others Think of Sunday Legislation 


(Concluded from page 118) 


laws be enacted by Congress, so zealously 
contended for from time to time during 
the last half-century.” 

Speaking of the “ Christian nation de- 
cision,” the editor further says: — 

“The doctrine of the absolute sepa- 
ration of church and state, and the en- 
tire lack of federal jurisdiction to legis- 
late upon or to meddle with matters of 
religious faith and practise, so clear-cut 
in the earlier days of our history, is now 
sought to be assailed by some persons 
and religious bodies upon the ground that 
the Supreme Court of the United States 
has declared this to be a Christian na- 
tion; and therefore that Congress would 
be justified in passing laws for the en- 
forcement of what are deemed to be 
the practises and obligations of Chris- 
tianity. In point of fact the Supreme 
Court of the United States has never laid 
down any such doctrine, and has never 
had occasion to declare it. The claim 
comes from certain expressions put forth 
by the late Justice Brewer, which did 
not involve the consideration of any such 
theory or point of law whatsoever. In 
giving an opinion upon the question be- 
fore that court, which was regarding the 
construction to be held as to the immi- 
gration laws forbidding the entrance into 
this country of certain aliens, Justice 
Brewer took occasion, after declaring the 
opinion of the court upon the main point 
of controversy, to travel outside of the 
issue thus decided and by what is known 
in law as obiter dictum express the opin- 
ion that this is a Christian country, infer- 
entially holding that Christianity and its 
ordinances were a part of and within the 





jurisdiction of federal government au- 
thority and operation. 

“What he thus said has no force 
whatever in the realm of legal decision, 
is binding upon no court of this land, af- 
fords no precedent whatsoever to any 
legal authority, State or national, and 
when carefully read and digested is in- 
consistent with the recognized judicial 
authorities of the land and with the his- 
tory-of this country. The integrity and 
high character of this eminent justice 
really cloaks this declaration with un- 
due value and authority; and what he 
said was largely inspired by his zeal for 
the Christian religion.” 

It is contended by champions of Sun- 
day laws that the wishes of the majority 
should prevail in this country, even if the 
religious and civil rights of a minority 
are interfered with. A very pointed 
comment on such an argument was made 
by Senator John Sharp Williams, of 
Mississippi, on the floor of the Senate : — 

“T am not one of those who believe 
that tyranny is a particle sweeter be- 
cause it is the tyranny of the majority. 
I believe, with old Roger Williams, that 
there are two classes of things in this 
world —the things of the first table and 
the things of the second table. The 
things of the first table are those things 
which are between God and the individ- 
ual man, and government has no right 
to touch them. If 99,999,999 of the peo- 
ple out of 100,000,000 wanted to do any- 
thing in connection with them and one 
man stood up in his right and said ‘ No,’ 
then that one man’s voice should restrain 
all the rest. Amongst these things are 























freedom of religion and various other 
things that will occur to your own minds. 
Ninety-nine per cent of the American 
people, I suppose, are nominally Chris- 
tians. One per cent of the American 
people are Jews. The people have vol- 
untarily put upon themselves restrictions 
with reference to that matter. They 


- have never established the Christian re- 


LIBERTY 





135 





ligion as the religion of their country. 
They had the power to do it. They had 
the power to refuse to restrict themselves 
from doing it.» But they decreed that for 
all time there should never be among us 
an establishment of religion. They were 
wise enough to know that men always, 
everywhere, have weaknesses.”— Con- 
gressional Record, Jan. 30, 1913. 


Thirty-Four Pointed Questions 


W. F. MARTIN 


I. Is not a republican government 
formed for political, or civil, and not for 
religious purposes ? 

2. Is it the province of the govern- 
ment to determine what religion is true 
and what false? 

3. Does good citizenship in the civil 
government depend upon a profession of 
Christianity ? 

4. Is it not true that whenever any 
sect has obtained political power, it has 
persecuted those who would not conform 
to its ideas of the proper manner of wor- 
ship? 

5. Will not a union of church and 
state again bring persecution? 

6. Cannot a man be a good citizen 
and not keep Sunday? 

7. Will it make him a better citizen 
to put him in prison for Sunday labor? 

8. Does it disturb your worship to see 
a man working on Sunday? 

g. Which disturbs you most, to see a 
man working on Sunday, or to know he 
is in prison and his wife and children at 
home alone, needing his support and pro- 
tection ? 

10. If you are disturbed less with him 
in prison, what’s the matter with your 
conscience ? 

11. Does it disturb you for a man to 
work on prayer-meeting night ? 

12. If not on prayer-meeting night, 
why on Sunday? 

13. If it is not wrong to work on 
Monday, why is it wrong to work on 
Sunday? 


14. If it is wrong to work on Sunday 
for religious reasons, are not Sunday 
laws religious laws? 

15. If a man can be a good citizen 
and work on Sunday, and if a Sunday 
law sends him to prison for Sunday 
labor, does not a Sunday law make a 
criminal out of a good citizen? 

16. If a Sunday law is a religious law, 
and the government is a civil institution, 
then when the government passes a Sun- 
day law does it not in so doing legislate 
on religious matters, and thus exceed its 
proper limits? : 

17. When the government takes con- 
trol of religion by passing a religious 
law, does it not in doing this bring about 
a union of church and state? 

18. Has not persecution for conscience’ 
sake in the past come as a result of a 
union of church and state? 

19. Is it not true that Sunday observ- 
ance is an establishment of religion? 

20. Does not the First Amendment to 
the national Constitution forbid legis- 
lating on a religious establishment? 

21. That being true, is not a Sunday 
law opposed to the national Constitution? 

22. Is not the national Constitution a 


‘good American document? 


23. If a Sunday law is opposed to the 
Constitution, can it be a good measure? 

24. Would a law compelling all to 
keep Saturday be unjust to those who 
do not think it a duty to keep it? 

25. That being unjust, would not a law 
compelling all to keep Sunday be equally 
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unjust to those who do not consider it 
a duty to keep that day? 

26. Would a Saturday law restrict the 
religious liberty of those who are com- 
pelled against their will to keep that day? 

27. Will not the same apply to a Sun- 
day law? 

28. Can a law that restricts religious 
liberty be a good law? 

29. Is such a law in harmony with 
American principles of religious liberty? 

30. Are the advocates of such a law 
true Americans? 

31. If it is well to compel people to 
rest on Sunday out of respect to religion, 
why would it not be well to compel them 


THE majority of those who maintain 
that the state is warranted in enacting 
Sunday laws, hold that physical rest is 
the paramount justification for such leg- 
islation. But this can not be borne out 
by any portion of the history of Sunday 
legis!ation from the time that the first 
Sunday law was enacted in 321 to the 
present time. 

We maintain that religion is the actu- 
ating influence in the whole matter. We 
believe this to be the only conclusion in 
the light of the following representative 
statements by the Sunday-law advo- 
cates: — 

“Give us good Sunday laws, well en- 
forced by men in local authority, and our 
churches will be full of worshipers, and 
our young men and women will be at- 
tracted to the divine service. A mighty 
combination of the churches of the 
United States could win from Congress, 
the State legislatures, and municipal 
councils all legislation essential to this 
splendid result.”— Rev. S. V. Leech, in 
Homiletic Review, November, 1892. 

“The experience of centuries shows 
that you will in vain endeavor to preserve 
Sunday as a day of rest, unless you pre- 
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Religion the Real Basis of Sunday Laws 


S. B. HORTON 








to go to church and support the preacher? 

32. Is it not true that a man’s right 
to his time is as sacred as his right to 
his money ? 

33. That being true, if the government 
can take a part of a man’s time for the 
support of religion, can it not as right- 
fully tax him to support the gospel min- 
ister ? 

34. Is it not the only safe rule to 
“keep the church and the state forever 
separate ”?— U. S. Grant. 

“ THERE IS NOT A SHADOW OF 
RIGHT IN THE GENERAL GOV- 
ERNMENT TO INTERMEDDLE 
WITH RELIGION.”— Jas. Madison. 





serve it as a day of worship.”— Dr. Jo- 
seph Cook, in Boston Monday Lectures, 
in 1887. 

“ A weekly day of rest has never been 
permanently secured in any land except 
on the basis of religious obligation. 
Take the religion out, and you take the 
rest out.”— Rev. W. F. Crafts, “ Hearing 
on Sunday Rest Bill,” Dec. 13, 1888, 
page 21. 

“During nearly all our American his- 
tory, the churches have influenced the 
States to make and improve Sabbath 
laws.”— Rev. W. F. Crafts, in Christian 
Statesman, July 3, 1890. 

We also maintain that civil laws com- 
pelling the observance of Sunday dis- 
criminate in faver of that religious sect 
which observes Sunday as a day of rest 
and worship. Regarding this point, it is 
well known that other sects in the United 
States observe the seventh day of the 
week as a day of rest and worship. 

It is also a well-known fact that there 
is theological controversy over the ques- 
tion of Sabbath observance, one party to 
the controversy holding that, in accord- 
ance with the fourth commandment, the 
seventh day of the week should be ob- 
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served as the Sabbath, while the other 
party to the controversy holds that Sun- 
day is the proper day to ‘be observed. 
Those who are endeavoring to convince 
men by their teaching that Sunday is the 
proper day to observe, seek aid from the 
state to make their teaching more effect- 
ive; and, when Congress yields to the 
demands of that class, it aligns itself 
with one party to this religious contro- 
versy. 

The United States Senate in 1829 held 

that — 
“our government is a civil, and not a 
religious institution. Our Constitution 
recognizes in every person the right to 
choose his own religion, and to enjoy it 
freely without molestation. Whatever 
may be the religious sentiment of citi- 
zens, and however variant, they are alike 
entitled to protection from the govern- 
ment so long as they do not invade the 
rights of others.” 

The House of Representatives in 1830 
decided on the matter of Sunday legis- 
lation that — 

“if Congress shall, by the authority of 


.law, sanction the measure recommended, 


it would constitute a legislative decision 
of a religious controversy in which even 
Christians themselves are at issue. 
However suited such a decision may be 
to an ecclesiastical council, it is incom- 
patible with a republican legislature, 
which is purely for political, and not for 
religious purposes.” 

We believe that Congress should main- 
tain its policy of non-interference in re- 
ligious controversies ; and, by thus doing, 
it will be in accord with the nation’s 
Constitutional guaranties regarding re- 
ligious legislation. 

Grand Rapids, Mich. 


an ae? 
A Petition to Congress 


Do not fail to read it on pages 141, 142. 
Do not fail to act. Solicit others to sign. 
Now is the time to save our country from 
the domination of a religious hierarchy. 
Delay may mean defeat. Act at once. 
See further instruction on page 140. 


LIBERTY 


137 





A Presbyterian Editor on 


‘National Christianity ” 

Ir is now considered the proper thing 
to speak of “national Christianity.” 
The words may suggest a correct idea, 
but they are more likely to be mislead- 
ing. The nation is not endowed with 
conscience or moral perception. It is 
useless to treat a fiction as if it were an 
actual entity. The nation has no con- 
science, but is composed of a hundred 
million people who have consciences, or 
should have. No two of these are ex- 
actly alike, and by no means may they 
be so combined as to form a unit. The 
danger is that the individual may shift 
the call of conscience, the sense of moral 
accountability, the summons to persorial 
righteousness and the hard fight for 
truth, to the community or nation; and 
thus conceal himself as an accountable 
agent, in the mass. That may be one 
reason why there are so many inverte- 
brates in the body politic. We are led 
to these reflections by a circular an- 
nouncement to the effect that “for a 
better Thanksgiving observance, the 
National Reform Association, which 
has for its object the maintaining and 
promoting of Christian usages, customs, 
laws, and institutions in our national 
life, proposes to send free of charge to 
all pastors in the United States who will 
on that day or the Lord’s day preceding 
or following Thanksgiving, preach on 
national Christianity, a valuable his- 
torical twenty-page document entitled 
‘Our Annual Thanksgiving Festival,’ 
by R. C. Wylie, D. D. LL. D.” Doubt- 
less this document is valuable and de- 
sirable. We are only disposed to note a 
prevailing tendency to nationalize relig- 
ion, and to merge the individual con- 
science into a great moral consensus. 
We must emphasize the spiritual sover- 
eignty and responsibility of the indi- 
vidual— The Presbyterian of the 
South, Nov. 6, 1912. 
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Ir you cannot reason nor persuade 
a man into the truth, never attempt to 
force a man into it.— John Wesley. 
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Bryan Says Sign the Pledge 


WILLIAM JENNINGS BRYAN, 
Secretary of State, delivered 
the following address on tem- 
perance to an audience of eight 
thousand in Philadelphia on 
April 13, 1913: — 

“My father and mother com- 
bined in teaching me the value 
of total abstinence. It has been 
so long ago that I can’t remem- 
ber when I signed my first 
pledge. I think that I must 


have signed as soon as I was able to 
I believe in the pledge, 
and I have always been willing to sign it 


write my name. 


W. J. BRYAN 


is humiliating, but I say that it is 
not. It is no more humiliating 
than the vow which man and 
woman take at the altar when 
they become man and wife. It 
is a good, a great resolution, and 
the older I grow the more I be- 
lieve in it. 

“My life has been spent in 
public service,” he said, ‘and 
some persons think that if a man 
is in politics he has to drink. It 


is my observation, after a quarter of a 
century spent in active politics, that the 
politician is one man who should not 


If you want to abstain from liquor and tobacco, sign the pledge and send it to 


the editor of LiBEerty. 
Legion of Temperance. 


We will inscribe your name on the Honor Roll of the Loyal 


Sign the pledge: because it marks the crossing of the line into the total abstinence 
brotherhood; because it strengthens one in the hours of temptation; because it encour- 
ages others to abstain from intoxicating liquor.— W. J. Bryan. 


at any time and at any place when I was 
able to get one human being to sign it 


with me. 


“The pledge, I have heard men say, 
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drink. Politics is the one place where 
the man should strongly fortify himself 


against the evil of intemperance. 


“During my long career there never 
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has been one day when I thought it bet- 
ter to take a drink of alcoholic liquor, 
even in moderate degree. And in foreign 
lands I have adhered strictly to my prin- 
ciples, following closely the same man- 
ners that I employed at home, and I have 
yet to hear a single criticism of my act, 
either at home or abroad. 

“ And let me impress upon you,” con- 
tinued the speaker, directing his finger 
at the audience, “ American diplomacy 
is not of that kind where you have to 
make a man drink to deal with him.” 
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“You can’t neglect the period of 
youth,” he said. “These children are 
given to*us by God and are our sacred 
trust. They have a right to look to the 
father and the mother for example, and 
woe to the child whose parents set an ex- 
ample that cannot be followed by the 
rule of Christian principle. Let the old 
and the young alike study the Word of 
God; then how much easier will it be to 
make Christ a reality — the living, vital- 
izing force in every community.”— The 
North American, of Philadelphia. 
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Bryan’s Wineless Dinner 


“WE did not intend to magnify, by 
mentioning it, the importance of the non- 
use of wine at the dinner given to Am- 
bassador Bryce, Monday night; but as 
the papers have made some inaccurate 
references to the matter, the facts might 
as well be known. 

“This was the first dinner which we 
have given to members of the diplomatic 
corps, and therefore the first time that 
we came into conflict with the social 
custom of serving wine at dinner. The 
seven other ambassadors then in the city, 
and their ladies, were invited to meet 
Ambassador and Mrs. Bryce; and as all 
the gentleman guests present were from 
foreign countries, I thought it proper to 
explain to them the reasons for our fail- 
ure to conform to what seems to have 
been customary in this matter. 

“Believing that the issue should be 
met frankly in the beginning, I told 
them when we sat down to table that 
Mrs. Bryan and I had been teetotalers 
from our youth, as were our parents be- 


fore us, and had never served liquor 
at our table; that when the President 
was kind enough to tender me the port- 
folio of state, I asked him whether our 
failure to serve wine would be any em- 
barrassment to the administration; and 
that he generously left the matter to our 
discretion. 

“T suggested that I thought it unfair 
to assume that those coming to us from 
abroad would judge us hashly or be 
willing to tolerate the maintenance of a 
traditional custom, and expressed the 
hope that our friendship would be made 
sO apparent to them and our hospitality 
so cordial that they would overlook this 
weakness in us, if they regarded it as 
a weakness. My remarks were ap- 
plauded by the company, and we never 
spent a more enjoyable evening. 

“ That is all there is to the matter, and 
we can consider the incident closed and 
the custom established, so far as we are 
concerned.”— From Mr. Bryan’s state- 
ment printed in the New York Times. 
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A Bartender’s Story 


A BARTENDER, writing: an article en- 
titled “What a Man Will Do for a 
Drink,” in the American Magazine, tells 
the following story: — 

“You remember the old temperance 


melodrama in which the drunkard tries 
to trade his wife’s wedding-ring for a 
drink? Perhaps some of you think it is 
exaggerated. It is almost amusing to 
remember some of the things drunkards 
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will offer for a drink, The early morn- 
ing watch usually gets that kind —fel- 
lows desperate for a drink to ‘brace up’ 
after a night’s debauch. I give away 
many drinks during that time of the day 
if there is a chance to get them to go 
home. They offer clothes, jewelry — 
anything for a drink. 

“There was one fellow who made me 
sick of the entire business, and of some 
human beings. He came into the bar 
where I was then employed, carrying in 
his arms one of the prettiest little girls 
I ever saw, about three years old. He 
put the child on the bar and told her to 
ask me to give him a drink. She said, 
‘Please give father a drink,’ and smiled. 
He had taught her that. I saw he al- 
ready had been drinking, and refused. 
Then he told the little girl to sing for 
a drink. Finally I was so disgusted that 
I walked away, and he grew angry, 
pulled a tiny ring off the baby’s finger, 
and offered to leave it as security for 
the drink. That is where I turned loose. 
I told him I had met low persons and 
disgusting ones, but he reached the limit ; 
and I informed him of my intention to 
tell the police. I looked him up to see 
what I could do. His wife had divorced 
him, but the court permitted him to have 
the baby one day a week, and he was 
using her to help him get drinks. He 
was arrested some time later for stand- 
ing in a doorway while she begged on 
the sidewalk.” 

w 


Truth About Liquor 


Let us go this road though we go 
alone. 

Let us lift our hands and loose our 
tongues and tell the truth about this foe 
of humankind. 

Let us tell the truth about it, aye, tell 
the truth! 

Tell it,— 

Until its wickedness shall be laid bare; 

‘Until the poverty it creates shall cease 
to be; 

Until the pauperism it produces shall 
disappear ; 
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Until its wrongs to womanhood and _ 
its injustice to childhood shall be ex- © 
posed ; q 

Until almshouses and hospitals shall be | 
no longer needed to house the defectives © 
it creates ; 4 

Until jails and prisons shall be emptied | 
of its victims ;- q 

Until the insanity it begets shall cloud 7 
the intellects of men no more; 4 

Until the crime it impels shall no | 
longer be laid upon the souls of men; | 

Until murder shall stop its riot and | 
arson its carnival ; E 

Until men shall see it with the blood | 
upon its naked, knotted hands; ’ 

Until fathers cease to neglect their off- © 
spring ; ; 

Until mothers need fear no more for | 
the children they bear ; : 

Until this republic shall become a sa- | 
loonless land, its flag a stainless emblem. — 
— Hon. J. Frank Hanly, 








Important Notice 


To All Lovers of Liberty ! 


Please read carefully the “Petition — 
to Congress’’ on the opposite page. | 
Fill in the blank spaces, start the © 
list with your own name, and secure © 
as many other signatures as possible. — 

If there are not enough lines on — 
this petition blank for signatures, © 
paste additional sheets of white | 
paper at the bottom. 4 

Send your petition to one of the | 
senators from your State, in Con- | 
gress. Address him care of the © 
Senate, Washington, D.C. If you © 
are in need of further information © 
to assist you in prosecuting this — 
work, address Editor ‘Liberty Mag- — 
azine,’’ Washington, D. C. 3 
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